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Current Topics. 


THe resicnation of Mr. Justice Wricut has now been 
announced, but it is understood that it will not for the present 
be formally accepted. 





Tse KNIGHTHOOD which has been conferred on the President 
of the Law Society, though no doubt owing its origin, like that 
bestowed on his predecessor, Sir Henry Parker, to a public 
function in which the monarch took part, will be welcomed by 
solicitors as a fitting recognition of his great services to the 
society, and of his position in the profession. One will be 
interested to hear what his friends the Bedouins make of his 
new appellation when he next visits Syria. They will possibly 
consider that he has becomea sheikh; let us hope that the new 
dignity will not prompt them to attempt such a capture as 
occurred in 1890, 





A vornt of considérable importance to conveyancers came 
before the Court of Appeal last week. The point is also 
incidentally interesting as affording one more example of a 
question which one would have supposed to be covered by usage 
and authority, but which has, we believe, never been judicially 
determined. The case was Re Poole and Clarke’s Contract 
(reported elsewhere), and raised the question whether, upon a 
sale of freeholds, a purchaser is bound to enter into a covenant 
with the vendor to observe and perfurm the covenants on 
which the vendor is liable, or whether he is only bound to 
indemnify the vendor. Mr. Justice Kexewicu held that the pur- 
chaser was only bound to indemnify the vendor, and the vendor 
appealed. If was, of course, admitted that in the case of a sale 
of leaseholds it is the well-settled practice to make the assignee 
covenant to observe and perform the covenants on which his 
assignor is liable, and it was contended on behalf of the vendur 
that the practice is equally well settled in the case of a sale of 
freeholds. It was also contended that the vendor was entitled 





to acomplete and effectual indemnity, which he would not get 
35 
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if the purchaser merely covenanted to indemnify him, since in 
that case, if the purchaser were insolvent, the remedy would 
be of no value, whereas if the purchaser entered into a covenant 
to perform the original covenants, the court would restrain him 
by injunction from committing a breach. In the course of the 
arguments, Lord Justice Romer suggested that the proper 
course would be for the purchaser to covenant to observe and 
perform the original covenants and to indemnify the vendor, but 
that the covenant should be prefaced by the words ‘‘ with the 
object and intent of affording to the vendor, his executors and 
administrators, a full and sufficient indemnity, but not further 
or otherwise.” These words would prevent the vendor from 
obtaining an injunction in a case where the original covenantee 
made no complaint. This suggestion was assented to by counsel 
on both sides. Lord Justice VaucHan Witu1ams added that, 
though the practice with regard to the assignment of leaseholds 
must be regarded as settled, still, even in that case, the words 
of the covenant ought not to receive a construction different from 
the effect of the words introduced in the present case. The 
Court of Appeal, therefore, without expressly deciding the point 
raised, made an authoritative statement of considerable value, to 
which it may be presumed the practice and precedents will in 
future conform. 





Mortons For leave to presume the death of a person who has 
disappeared are not unusual in the Probate Division, but it is 
not often, where the necessary leave has been obtained, that we 
read of an application to rescind the order on the ground that 
the person supposed to be dead has turned out to be alive. Such 
an application was, however, made a few days ago. Leave was 
granted on the 20th of March to presume the death of ELLEN 
Coox. A report of the application in the newspapers brought 
the matter to the knowledge of the person supposed to be dead, 
who, since she disappeared twenty years ago, had married again 
and had been living at a place near Birmingham. She com- 
municated with the solicitors who acted for the applicants, and 
was identified by her relations. The learned judge, having 
perused the affidavits by which these facts were established, 
rescinded the leave which had been previously granted. In 
the case before the court there had been no time to make a 
grant of administration, but cases have arisen where probate 
or administration has been granted in respect of the 
estate of a person falsely supposed to be dead, and the 
position of the executor or administrator who has acted 
under the grant which is afterwards revoked is attended with 
some anxieties. By the Probate Act, 1857, s. 77, where any 
probate or administration is revoked under this Act ‘ 
the executor or administrator who shall have acted under any 
such revoked probate or administration may retain and reimburse 
himself in respect of any payments made by him which the 
person to whom probate or administration shculd be afterwards 
granted might have lawfully made. But this section appears to 
have no application to a case where there was properly no estate 
to administer, inasmuch as the person stated to be dead is alive 
and entitled to challenge any dealing with his property by a 
stranger. There is, however, a principle well known to the 
law that payment under the authority of an order of a com- 
petent court is a valid discharge to the person paying, and it 
is possible that this principle might be successfully invoked 
where a debtor's preety had been bond fide applied in the 
So ge of his debts by a person who, believing that he was 
ead, had obtained administration of his estate. 





AN ESTEEMED correspondent, whose letter we print elsewhere, 
and who speaks with authority, returns to the question recently 
discussed in these columns as to the remuneration of solicitors 
upon dealings in the Land Registry; in particular, where the 
same solicitor acts for the registered proprietor, or for a 
purchaser who is about to be registered as proprietor, and a 
mi ee. We gather that our correspondent agrees sub- 
stantially with the result which we suggested as correct. 
When the same solicitor acts for a registered proprietor and 
for a mortgagee, then, under rule 336, clause (a.), of the Land 
Transfer Rules, 1903, he is entitled to receive the charges of 
the mortgagee’s solicitor, and one-half the charges of the 








proprietor’s solicitor up to £5,000, and one-fourth 
any excess above £5,000. But when the mo 

is an intending purchaser, the solicitor will be entitle 
to the charges of the purchaser's solicitor and also to the 
charges just specified in respect of the mortgage. Our cor. 
spondent points out, however, that, since the taking of the 
mortgage will require no fresh investigation of title, the 
remuneration of the solicitor in respect of the mortgage will be 
regulated by clause (i) (0.)—that is, it will be according to the 
scale in Schedule II., Part II. But perhaps the most interest. 
ing feature in our correspondent’s letter is the implied admission 
that the scale in Part Il. applies equally as regards the solicitors 
of both parties to dealings with registered land. The former 
rule appears to have contemplated that the scale would be 
applicable only as regards the solicitor of the purchaser 
or the mortgagee, for it purported to regulate only the 
remuneration of ‘the solicitor having the conduct of the 
business.” But this phrase has disappeared from the 
present rule, except in clause (u.), and the scale applies 
generally to solicitors concerned in transactions in the registry 
irrespective of the capacity in which they act. It will probably 
be found, however, that there are still a good many difficult 
problems to solve in applying rule 336. As we pointed out in 
referring to this matter on a former occasion, the clauses ar 
largely founded on the rules in Part I. of the first schedule to 
the Remuneration Order, which regulate the application of the 
scale fee under that order; and in cases where the remuneration 
for Land Registry work is also regulated by scale —that is, by 
Part II. of the second schedule to the Land Transfer Rules—it 
can be readily calculated. But in cases where title outside the 
land is investigated, no scale charge applies, and then it is not 
so easy to see, for instance, how clause (G.) is to work. 





A very singular and, with submission, we should say a not 
very intelligible, result was arrived at in the recent case of 
Plews v. Samuel (52 W. R. 410), which depended on the 
relationship of trustee and cestui que trust, which, for some 
purposes and in a modified way, exists between the vendor and 
purchaser of land. The nature of this relation we discussed 
in this journal recently (ante, p. 543) in connection with the 
decision of Farwett, J., in Ridout v. Fowler (1904, 1 Ch. 658) 
—a decision which has since been affirmed by the Court of 
Appeal (Weekly Notes, 18th ult., p. 122), and we deduced from 
the authorities the principle that, pending completion of the 
contract, there is a potential separation of the legal and beneficial 
ownership—a separation which, in the event of completion 
taking place, will be deemed to have existed since the date of 
the contract. But so far as regards the duty of the vendor or 
quasi - trustee in respect of the property, the authorities 
have hitherto been concerned with its safe custody and proper 
management. In the present case of Plews v. Samuel ihe point 
at issue related to the duty of the vendor in respect of receipt 
of rent. Property let on weekly tenancies was sold under 4 
contract which fixed a date for completion, and provided that in 
the event of delay the vendor might at his option have either the 
rents or interest on his purchase-money. The contract was not 
completed by the appointed day, and the vendor elected to take 
interest, but remained in receipt of the rents. At that date 
there were arrears of rent due, and the vendor, in subsequently 
accounting to the purchaser for rents received, claimed in the 
first instance to pay himself these arrears. Upon a strict taking 
of the accounts this would seem to be correct. The payments by 
the tenants would naturally be on account of the arrears, and 
would therefore belong to the vendor, although he was 
at the time of receipt a trustee. It was held, how- 
ever, by Kexewicu, J., that the vendor owed a duty to the 
purchaser to get in the rents and hold them Yor him, and upon 
this ground he refused to allow the vendor to take credit for 
the arrears in his account. But whatever duty the vendor 
owed to the purchaser was Baigent only in respect of rents 
paid, or which ought to have been paid, by the tenants for the 
period after the day for completion; it could not affect rents paid 
and properly credited to the tenants in respect of the previous 

eriod when the vendor was entitled to beneficial receipt of rent. 

e should have imagined, therefore, that the vendor would have 
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peen entitled to the arrears, although this, of course, would not 
have relieved him of the liability to get in also the current rents ; 
gnd we can understand that he would have been liable to the 
er had he failed to do this, and had they in consequence 

e irrecoverable. 





{HE RETIREMENT Of Mr. Justice Wricur, if it comes to pass, 
would be the greatest calamity which could befall the King’s 
Bench Division of the High Court. The Lord Chancellor has 
done well to defer his acceptance of the resignation of a judge 
who can ill be spared; and we would fain hope that he may 
even yet be as successful in the struggle for health as he has 
been in the arena of professional eminence. In that event there 
can be little doubt that the next vacancy in the Court of Ap 
to be filled from the King’s Bench Division should fall to his lot. 
Coming to the bar with distinction, even among scholars of 
Balliol and Fellows of Oriel, he early made his mark not only in 
the regular course of the profession, but in the borderland of 
oficial work. His admirable Summary of Local Govern- 
ment was the foundation of the Public Health Act of 1875, and 
of many of the further developments which have followed in the 
way of county councils and parish councils, and of much that is yet 
to follow in the unification and systematization of the haphazard 
and piecemeal growth of our system. His treatise on the Law of 
Conspiracy has a somewhat similar relation to the legislation on 
that subject, which modern decisions have thrown again into the 

oe fag As a fitting reward for these and other services, 
as well as for his professional standing, he became Junior 
Counsel to the Treasury, and was without exception the most 
capable man who has filled that office on the Common Law 
side within the memory of the present generation of lawyers. 
Promotion to the bench followed in due course, but in his case 
it was not only a compliment to the office, but a recognition 
of the sterling qualities of the lawyer. For the social and 
adventitious advantages of the position he has never cared ; 
indeed it was with difficulty that he was induced to conform 
to the ordinary usage in the acceptance of a knighthood. He 
has not often been seen or heard at public dinners or meetings, 
bazaars or philanthropic societies, boat races or golf meetings. 
In spite of his long official connection he has not figured 
on those extrajudicial “commissions” by which it is 
occasionally sought to throw the glamour of a judicial reputa- 
tion over the painful extrication of Ministers from some official 
blunder; and the absence of his name from such work is as 
much a tribute to his character as a comment on the nature 
of those proceedings; he was not built to handle the whitewash 
pot. He has always shewn enough moral and intellectual 
grip of an old-fashioned type to believe that it is the duty 
of a judge to discharge judicial functions, and that there is 
more real enjoyment in the effective discharge of them than in 
playing golf even on a Saturday or Monday, or than in attending 
social functions even on a Wednesday. The result has been 
that most of the hard and unattractive and unsensational work 
of the division has been put upon his shoulders. As President 
of the Railway and Canal Commission, and as judge in bank- 
ruptcy and company matters, he has shewn a facile mastery of 
ge facts and administrative work which has rarely been 
equalled, without injury to his earlier reputation as the most 
sound and subtle lawyer on the King’s Bench. It is true that 
hemay not be as popular as some other judges—and for the 
same reasons as have affected men like Sir Gzorcz JEssEL, an 
impatience with minds not so quick as his own, and a rather incon- 
siderate manner of shewing that impatience. But it would be a 
disaster that his untiring industry, high standard of duty, and 
rofound knowledge of law should be prospectively lost to the 

vurt of Appeal by a premature resignation. He has acted 
with honourable self-effacement in tendering it, but we trust 
that the Lord Chancellor will consult the best interests of the 
bench by still withholding the acceptance until it is clear that 
there is no reasonable chance of an effective recovery from his 
Present dangerous condition. 





In THE cas of fatal accidents coming under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Acts, dependants of the deceased workman are 
to compensation, and ‘‘ dependants ”’ are defined to mean, 





in England and Ireland, such members of the workman’s family, 
specified in Lord Campbell’s Act, “‘as were wholly or in part 
dependent upon the earnings of the workman at the time of his 
death.” Some difficulty has arisen in deciding who are depen- 
dents. In Main Colliery Co. v. Davies (1900, A. OC. 358), however, 
the Lord Chancellor expressed a strong opinion that 
dependency is a question of fact, not of law. The question 
of fact in each case must be, did the person depend 
or rely for the necessaries of life upon the earnings of 
the deceased man? It does not seem to be material whether 
or not the person claiming compensation was a person whom 
the deceased was under any legal obligation to support. 
The Court of Session in Scotland recently considered the question 
in the case of Gilliss or Whitefield v. Turners (Limited). The 
claim for compensation in that case was made by the widow of 
the deceased, and at the time of the fatal accident she seems to 
have been absolutely without means of support. It was proved, 
however, that she had been living apart from her husband 
by mutual consent for about fourteen years. During that 
time the husband had not in any way contributed to her support, 
nor had she claimed any maintenance from him. They had 
hardly ever met, and when they did, only by accident. She had 
partly supported herself by laundry work, and had partly been 
kept by an illegitimate son born long before her marriage or 
acquaintance with her husband; but at the time of the accident 
she was unfit to do any further work. When, however, her 
husband was killed in the colliery where he worked, she claimed 
compensation from the colliery company, on the ground that 
she was wholly dependent upon him. The sheriff made an 
award in her favour on this basis, apparently being of opinion 
that as she had the legal right to require her husband to 
support her up to the time of his death, and as she had not any 
other means of support, she was within the Act. There is 
certainly a good deal to be said in favour of this decision. It 
is fairly arguable that, as her husband was bound by law to 
support her, and she had no other means of support, she was in 
law dependent on her husband. The Court of Session, 
however, . overruled the sheriff, and held that the 
question was one of fact and of fact only. Was she in 
fact at the time of her husband’s death dependent upon his 
earnings? Clearly she was not being supported by his earnings, 
and had not been for many years. Therefore, she did not come 
within the Act, and was not entitled to compensation. The 
curious point was recently raised in a county court whether a 
child unborn at the time of a fatal accident to its father is a 
dependant within the meaning of the Act. The point does not 
seem to have been settled. If, however, the mother was being 
supported out of her husband’s earnings at the time of his death, 
we should think that the unborn child must have depended on 
the same source for sustenance. This also seems to be a 
question of fact, and to be capable of answer on physical 
considerations. 





Tue casE of Hermond v. Charlesworth, recently decided by 
the judge of the Westminster County Court, was an action to 
recover money paid by the plaintiff to the defendant, the 

roprietor of a matrimonial agency, under a contract to intro- 
ina her to a husband. The plaintiff gave evidence to the 
effect that the defendant was a matrimonial agent and the 
proprietor of a matrimonial journal; that she paid him £52, 
the amount in dispute, and that in consideration of this payment 
he promised to introduce her to a husband who was in receipt 
of a specified income. Subsequently she was induced to 
sign a document agreeing to pay the defendant the sum of 
£250 on her wedding day. The plaintiff had interviews 
with a number of suitors introduced by the defendant, 
but found them unsatisfactory, and finally instructed her 
solicitor to commence the present action. The case for the 
defendant was that he had made every reasonable effort 
to arrange a marriage and to fulfil the contract, and that 
the plaintiff had capriciously refused to have any further 
dealing with him. Bo far as ve =. follow hy case Pay hg 
newspaper report, the argument for the plaintiff was the 
comiiaes & wader which the money was paid was illegal and that it 
had been repudiated before it was completed. The judge held 
that it was purely a marriage brocage contract, and as such was 
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illegal. He was of opinion that it could not have been enforced 
in any case, and that the defendant in proceedings for that pur- 
pose would have been ordered to give up the contract to be 
cancelled. There must, therefore, be judgment for the plaintiff. 
We think that there can be little doubt as to the correctness of 
this decision with regard to the illegality of the contract. The 
law appears to have been settled more than two hundred years 
ago. It is true that in Glanville v. Jennings (3 Rep. in Ch. 31), 
where a marriage brocage bond was ordered to be delivered up 
to be cancelled, the Lord Chancellor observed that there was a 
material difference where parties were at their own disposal, but 
in the later case of Hall v. Potter (3 Lev. 411) the House of Lords 
was of opinion that all such contracts were of dangerous con- 
sequence, and that marriage brocage bonds were void, And 
although references often occur in the newspapers to 
matrimonial agencies, we must assume that they contrive to 
carry on their business without the aid of a court of law. We 
cannot say, however, that, assuming the contract to be illegal, 
we see our way clearly to the right of the plaintiff to recover 
back the money which she had paid. Under the rule “in pari 
delicto potior est conditio possidentis,”’ if A. agrees to give B. money 
for doing an illegal act, B. cannot recover the money by action, 
although he has done the act; yet if the money be paid, A. cannot 
recover it back. The common case given is that of a premium 
paid for an illegal insurance, which cannot be recovered. And 
if it be contended that the contract was repudiated before it was 
completed, we may refer to Kearley v. Thomson (24 Q. B. D. 742), 
where the Court of Appeal criticize the statement of MELLiIsH, 
L.J., in Taylor v. Bowers (1 Q. B. D, 291), that if money is paid 
for an illegal purpose, the person who has so paid the money 
may recover it back before the illegal purpose is carried out. 
Fry, L.J., who delivered the considered judgment of the court, 
says: ‘‘Can it be contended that, if the illegal coatract has been 
partly carried into effect and partly remains unperformed, the 
money can still be recovered? In my judgment it cannot be so 
contended with success.” We think that these words have a 
direct application to the case in the county court. 





THE RECENT case of Miller v. Waterford Commissioners (Ir. 
Rep. 1904, 2 K. B. D, 421) turned upon the question of how 
far a defendant can be compelled to answer interrogatories the 
object of which is to shew that there has been a forfeiture or a 
divesting of his property. It appeared that the defendants 
under their special Acts, which incorporated the Lands Clauses 
Act, were constituted commissioners for improving the port and 
harbour of Waterford, and were authorized to construct a dry 
dock and road, By section 127 of the Lands Clauses Act it is 
enacted with respect to lands acquired by the promoters of an 
undertaking, but which shall not be required for the purposes 
thereof, that they shall within the prescribed period, or if no 
period be prescribed, within ten years after the expiration of the 
time limited by the special Act for the completion of the works, 
sell and dispose of all such superfluous lands, and in default 
thereof all such superfluous lands remaining unsold at the 
expiration of such period shall thereupon vest in, and become 
the property of, the owners of the lands adjoining thereto in 
proportion to the extent of their lands respectively adjoining 
the same. The defendants acquired the land under their 
statutory powers but did not complete their works within the 
time limited, and the action was brought by the plaintiff, an 
adjoining owner, to recover his portion of the land under the 
section. An order having been made that the plaintiff should be 
at liberty to administer interrogatories to the defendants to be 
answered by their secretary, a number of interrogatories chiefly 
in relation to the mode of acquisition, user, and occupation of the 
lands in question, were administered by the plaintiff. The 
defendants objected to answer these interrogatories on the ground 
that, inasmuch as discovery might subject them to forfeiture 
under the provisions of section 127 of the Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, they were not legally compellable to answer them. 
The argument in reply was that the land became absolutely 
vested in the plaintiff on the happening of a condition, and that 
the action was not one to enforce a forfeiture. The court 
(Pats, O.B., and Jounson, Boyp, and Kznny, JJ.) held that 
the defendants were bound to answer on the ground that the 





statutory provision as to the vesting of the land was not in the 
nature of a forfeiture, but was a conditional limitation. This 
distinction between a limitation over of an estate and a condition 
is stated in Wigram on Discovery, p. 81, and in other authori. 
ties. It may be, as was said by Crompron, J., in Pye v. Buttorfielf 
(5 B. & S. 829), that “the distinction between forfeitures and 
conditional limitations, where the estate is said to be given over 
by the donor upon the condition happening, is a very fine and 
subtle one,” but the rule founded upon this distinction seems to 
be perfectly fixed and well established. 





In AN action recently brought in the City of London Court for 
the price of a book alleged to have been ordered by the defen- 
dant, the defence was that his signature at the foot of the order 
had been obtained by a trick, the paper having been doubled 
over so that its contents were concealed from him. The judge 
treated this defence with some impatience, saying that he could 
not understand how a man familiar with business could be so 
foolish as to sign a paper which he had not read. But we are 
afraid that the practice of signing documents before reading 
them has prevailed, does prevail, and will continue to prevail, 
and though a defence like the one we have mentioned may 
naturally be regarded with some suspicion, it is important in 
the interests of justice that it should be fully investigated. We 
read that BayLey, J.—one of the most learned and experienced 
of the judges of the King’s Bench—always took a careful note 
of the defence of the prisoner, in trials for theft, that he 
received the goods found upon him from a stranger whom he 
met upon the highway, and who requested him to take care of 
them till further notice. This defence was later on submitted to 
the jury with a request that they would give it full con- 
sideration. 





Tue Aor of last session which provided that after the 1st of 
October, 1903, the Board of Agriculture should be styled “the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries” causes trouble to persons 
who have often to use that cumbrous title. Moreover, it did not 
include all the functions of the Board, since, as Mr. Srrovp 
reminds us, in his admirable Judicial Dictionary, in the Board of 
Agriculture Act, 1889, “agriculture” includes ‘ horticulture.” 
We may, therefore, at an early date expect another little Bill 
extending the already voluminous title to ‘‘the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries and Horticulture.” Thereupon there 
is likely to be a revolt of practitioners who have occasion 
frequently to use that title in drafts or letters. The Act of last 
session unfortunately omitted to provide a short title for the 
Board. We would venture to suggest that in the anticipated 
Bill the short and appropriate title of ‘‘The Fishy Board” 
should be authorized. 





In A PROCEEDING against a joint stock company for not 
sending an annual list of members to the registrar, the Lord 
Mayor, after awarding the statutory penalties against the 
company, said that if the default continued there would be 4 
distress warrant. But it appeared that the company carried on 
business in a room lent to them for the purpose, and the goods 
upon which the warrant could be levied would possibly be 
limited to a chair, table, and inkstand. Section 46 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, which enacts that if such default continues 
every director or manager of the company who shall knowingly 
and wilfully authorize or permit it shall incur the like penalty, 
seems to provide a more appropriate remedy. 








The arguments on the rehearing by the House of Lords of the case of 
The General Assembly of the Free Church of Scotland w Lord Overton and Others 
were concluded on the 23rd ult., having occupied eight and a-half days. 
The first hearing lasted for eight days, from the 27th of November last. 
Judgment was reserved. 


A very unusual incident, says the St. James’s Gazette, occurred in a Mid- 
land town on Saturday afternoon. One of the parties in a case did not 
seem to be getting on at all well with his solicitor. Once or twice he 
manifested signs of disapproval of the manner in which the solicitor was 
conducting the case, but the climax was reached when the litigant suddenly 
left the box, and, going up to his solicitor, snatched the papers out of his 
hand, and declared that he would conduct his own case. The solicitor at 
first demurred, but afterwards.with a courteous ‘‘As. you please,” grace- 
fully made way for his client. 
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On Conflicts Between Articles of 
Association and Statutory Regu- 


lations. 


Tue principle has been well established by recent cases that 
the articles of association of a company may not interfere with 
any rights that are conferred upon shareholders by statute. 
Thus they cannot — a contributory of his right under 
section 82 of the Companies Act, 1862, to petition for the 
winding up of tho company (Re Peveril Gold Mines (Limited), 46 
W. R. 198; 1898, 1 Ch. 122); and they cannot deprive share- 
holders of the protection afforded them by section 161 in the 
event of their dissenting from a sale of assets in a winding up in 
consideration of the issue of shares in a new company: Payne v. 
The Cork Co. (Limited) (1900, 1 Ch. 308). But it is possible that 
the extent to which this doctrine has been carried in Ayre v. 
Skelsey’s Adamant Cement Co. (ante, p. 572) may lead to some 
misconception, and it may be useful to consider the grounds upon 
which that case was decided. 

The articles of association of the defendant company provided 
by clause 1 that Table A should apply “except as modified by 
these articles” ; and clause 4 was as follows: 

“These articles shall not be altered, excluded, or added to, nor shall 
the capital of the company be increased or reduced, or any shares issued 
with any preference, priority, or special advantage, nor shall any regula- 
ti or resclution be made or passed restricting or interfering with the 
— and discretion of the directors, or removing any directors, except 
y a resolution passed by a majority of the members of the company 
— personally or by proxy at a general meeting of the shareholders 
uly convened, and which majority shall hold not less than four-fifths of 
the capital of the company for the time being.”’ 


And clause 13 provided that article 26 of Table A, relating to 
increase of capital, should apply as modified by clause 4. 

Thus the object of clause 4 was to impose special restrictions 
; the shareholders in regard to’ the matters specified—the 

teration of the articles, the increase or reduction of capital, 
the removal of directors, &c.—and no resolution on any of these 
matters could be effectively carried save by the speci = | majority. 
With regard to the alteration of the articles this restriction was 
clearly bad. The power to alter the articles by special resolu- 
tion is conferred by section 50 of the Companies Act, 1862, and 
no restriction on this power is permissible. ‘“ The company,” 
said Linpizy, M.R., in Allen v. Gold Reefs of West Africa (48 
W. RB. 452; 1900, 1 Ch. 656), ‘‘is empowered by the statute to 
alter the regulations contained in its articles from time to time 
by special resolutions (sections 50 and 51); and any regulation or 
article tg saga to deprive the company of this power is 
invalid on the ground that it is contrary to the statute.’ And 
the learned judge referred in support of this proposition to 
Walker vy. London Tramways Co. (28 W. R. 168, 12 Ch. D. 705), 
where it was held by Jzsszx, M.R., that articles were not ren- 
dered incapable of alteration by a declaration that they were 
“essential.”” But Kexewicn, J., held that the above article 
was also bad in respect of the restrittion it placed upon the 
merease of capital, and in this respect the invalidity is perhaps 
not so clear. 

The capital of a company must, by virtue of section 8 of the 
vompanies Act, 1862, be stated in the memorandum of associa- 
tion, and hence, apart from statutory power, it would be 
walterable. But such statutory power is conferred by section 
12, which provides that “‘any company limited by shares may so 
om welity warner —— in its memorandum of 

ation, if authorized to do so by its regulations as originall 
framed, or as altered by special a . as to rc 
its capital by the issue of new shares of such amount as it thinks 
expedient.” Hence a company may vary its memorandum by 
increasing its capital, provided it is authorized to do so by its 
articles either as originally framed or as subsequently 
- Nething is said as to whether the articles 
den, Rae any restrictions on the increase of capital, but it is 
trom clause 26 of Table A that it was contemplated that 
restrictions might be imposed. Thus clause 26 provides that “ the 
may, with the sanction of a special resolution of the com- 
ee previously given in general meeting, increase its capital by 
issue of new shares,” <c.; that is, clause 26 adds the require- 





4 


{ 





ment of a special resolution to the simple permission to increase 
capital which is granted by section 12; in other words, the 
scheme of the Act and Table A is that the company may take 
advantage of the permission to increase capital conferred by the 
statute in such manner as it thinks fit, and, in adopting the 
power to increase its capital, it may impose such requirements 
as it pleases in reg to the exercise of the power. The 
particular requirement imposed by clause 26 of Table A is that 
the power shall only be exercised in pursuance of a special 
resolution. But there appears to be no reason why any other 
requirement should not be imposed, and if it is, then the power 
must be exercised in accordance with such requirement. 

In the present case of Ayre v. Skelsey’s Adamant Cement Co. 
(supra), as we have seen, the articles required that the power to 
increase the capital should not be exercised save with the con- 
sent of a majority of the members which was to be calculated in 
a different manner from the majority required to pass a special 
resolution; and clause 26 of Table A was to apply as modified 
by the articles: that is, there was to be power to increase the 
capital as provided by clause 26, but the resolution sanctioning 
the increase was to be a resolution passed by the specified 
majority, and not a special resolution. It does not appear why 
the compaty was not competent to make a regulation of this 
kind. ft was held by Kzxewron, J., however, that the article in 
question was invalid upon the ground that the majority required 
was different from the majority required by the statute, and he 
seems to have been of opinion that the statute required that the 
increase of capital should be sanctioned by a special resolution. 
‘‘ When,” he is reported to have said, ‘‘you find in the 
articles of a company a provision that the capital shall not be 
increased, except by a resolution carried by a certain majority, 
and the statute provides that the capital may be increased in a 
different way, the statute must prevail and no effect be given to 
the article.” This, of course, is so if the statute does provide 
that the capital shall be increased in a particular way. But, as 
we have seen, the statute does not seem to make any such pro- 
vision. The statute simply empowers the company to make an 
article authorizing the increase of capital. Table A, which 
has no statutory authority, requires that the power shall be 
exercised by special resolution; but it is competent for the 
company to make the power either more or less easy of exercise. 
It may allow it to be exercised by a simple majority at a general 
meeting, or, it is presumed, by the directors without recourse 
to a general meeting; and, but for the present decision, we 
should have supposed that it was competent for it to require the 
power to be exercised by a majority greater than that which is 
wanted for a special resolution. 

Of course, if such greater majority is required, it is competent 
for the members to alter the article in question by a special 
resolution, and hence a majority sufficient for a special 
resolution can always, in the long run, make their will 
felt, notwithstanding that a greater majority is required for 
any particular pape by the articles. They have only to 
pass a special resolution altering the articles so as to get rid 
of the obnoxious requirement. But in spite of the possible 
futility of requiring a special majority the requirement may 
be thought to impose some check upon the members, and, at 
any rate, so long as the article requiring the majority remains 
unaltered, it must prevail. The article at present in question 
was undoubtedly invalid so far as it required for the alteration 
of the articles a particular majority different from that necessary 
to pass a special resolution, but the invalidity of one part of a 
clause does not invalidate another part dealing with a separate 
matter, and in our view it is difficult to understand wherein lay 
the invalidity of the requirement of a particular majority to 
sanction an increase of capital. It is a point upon which, so far 
as we can see, the statute is silent, and, apart from the present 
decision, the draftsman, we imagine, can insert any requirement 
as to a majority which he may think fit, espe he must always 
ten ner that the article is liable to be altered by a special 
resolution. 








The Lord Chief Justice announced, on Monday, that Mr. Justice Wills 
was ill, and would probably not be able to sit this week. 

It is stated that Lord Halsbury on Wednesday celebrated the ninth 
anniversary of his third appointment to the Lord Chancellorship. He 
has occupied that position for 15} years in all. 
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Covenants to Settle After-acquired 
Property as Affecting Life Interests. 


Tue decision of Kexewicu, J., in Re Dowding’s Trusts (52 
W. R. 293; 1904, 1 Ch. 441) is a useful affirmation of the 
principle on which the courts act which reference to the inclusion 
of life interests in a covenant in a marriage settlement to bring 
after-acquired property into the settlement. When the covenant 
is properly drawn, special provision is, of course, made for 
annuities and life interests, and they are either expressly 
excepted from the covenant, or if they are included, and there is 
a trust for conversion, they are expressly exempted from con- 
version, and it is directed that they shall be applied in the same 
manner as the income of the converted property: Davidson’s 
Precedents, vol. 3, p. 728; 2 Key & Elph. (7th ed.), p. 512. 
But if they are not thus specially provided for, and if they are 
held to fall within the covenant and to be subject to the trust for 
conversion, them the remarkable result will follow that any life 
interest acquired by the wife must be sold and the proceeds 
brought into the settlement as capital; while though there may 
no trust for conversion, the effect is the same, since each successive 
payment must be received by the trustees and treated as capital. 

It was on the ground of the inconvenience of this result that 
Kinperstry, V.C., in Zownshend v. Harrowby (4 Jur. N. S. 
353) held that a covenant to settle after-acquired property in 
which no mention was made of life interests would not include 
that species of property. ‘It is beyond the principle,” he said, 
“upon which the court has interpreted such clauses to hold that 
that applies to a mere lifeinterest . . . so as to say that 
that life interest must be turned into corpus; that each annual 
or half-yearly payment on that life income was to be assigned 
over to the trustees to be capitalized, so that the tenant for life 
under the settlement would only have the income arising from 
each successive sale [sic: guere, gale] as it accrued due from 
the property.” And it had been previously held by Lord 
CotrznHAM in White v. Briggs (22 Beay. 196”) that a husband’s 
covenant to settle his own after-acquired property, framed in 
the most general terms, did not include a life interest given to 
him by will. 

The ground of these decisions is that, having regard to the 
trusts of the after-acquired property, the inclusion of life 
interests cannot be regarded as being within the scope of 
the covenant. The nature of the interests is not adapted to 
the trusts, and hence, since life interests are not mentioned, 
the words of the covenant, although quite general, are deemed 
not to include them. But if express mention is made of life 
interests, so that they appear to be clearly brought within the 
covenant, it is not then possible to exclude them upon the ground 
that the trusts declared do not properly provide forthem. This 
was the case in Scholfield v. Spooner (32 W. R. 910, 26 Ch. D. 94), 
There the husband and wife covenanted that all the property, 
real and personal, to which the wife or the husband in her right 
should during the coverture become entitled, should be settled, 
as regarded personal estate, on trust, as to such part as should 
not consist of money or authorized investments or of interests 
determinable on the death of the wife, for conversion and for 
investment of the proceeds and of such part as should consist 
of money in specified investments, and to pay “the interest, 
dividends, and annual proceeds thereof’’ to the husband and 
wife in equal shares, the share of the wife to be for her separate 
use without power of anticipation. The wife subsequently 
acquired a share of an annuity and mortgaged it, and the 
mortgagees contended that it had not come within the covenant, 
upon the ground that no trusts with respect to life interests 
were declared under the trust for conversion. The covenant, 
indeed, contemplated that life interests might be included, for 
it excepted them from that trust, but, though such exception 
was made, no further provision was inserted. Upon the terms of 
the entire covenant, however, there was really very little difficulty 
in making the direction as to the application of the income of the 
property which was to be converted and invested refer also to 
the income of property which was not to be converted—that is, 

already in a suitable state of investment and life 
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interests. Indeed, —- general words may, when taken 
alone, be held not to pass life interests, upon the ground that it 





could not have been the intention to include them, yet when thy make room 
general words are followed by a trust expressly referring to ji, _ 
interests, snch a result becomes almost impossible. Ag Phy on the com! 
L.J., said: “The subsequent exception of life annuities fro, elsewhere. 
the trust for conversion shews that an annuity was intended }, 

be included within the operation of the covenant.” 

In the present case of Re Dowding’s Trust (supra) no sud The Juri 
question as that in Scholfield v. Spooner arose. It was a si in Judicial 
case of a covenant to settle all after-acquired property upon trug §mRRELL P! 
for conversion, without any mention of annuities or life interes,  BBD#S ™ 
By an ante-nuptial settlement made in 1886, the intended wih Law. Swe 
agreed that all real and personal property to which she shoul se 
during the coverture be entitled should, with the exception of a08. 
jewels, &c,, and property acquired at one time not exceedi 26th, 1909. 
£100, be assured to the trustees upon trust for conversion, andy War and 
stand possessed of the money to arise from such conversion u LLD., 4 
the same trusts as were previously declared with respect to “ thy Genwi: 
wife’s trust fund.” This raised the question, as stated by Americar 
Kexewicu, J., ‘‘whether where the covenant is framed ip THOMPSON, 
general terms, and there is nothing in the settlement to bring Tuner. 
in an annuity or life interest specifically, the inclusion of a The Tru 
annuity or life interest is consistent with the general intention Ee on 
of the parties in making a settlement.” Upon this question the ry a (Li 
authorities above referred to— White v. Briggs and Townshend y, Fact 
Harrowby—were both directly in point, and the learned judg oy 
held that, strong and general as the words were, quite strong Tag 
enough by themselves to include an annuity or a life interes, BR oa 0. F 
yet having regard to the general intention of the parties, th Bi pyles and 
annuities in question were not covered by the covenant. Butterwort 
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Cheques. 
THE Law RELATING To CHEQUES. By Eric R. Watson, LLB. 

(London), Barrister-at-Law. TuHirp Epirion. Sweet & Maxwel Sir,—Re 

(Limited); Effingham Wilson. Nathan in 

This is a useful and practical work on the law relating to cheque. it, allow 
To a considerable extent it is founded on the Bills of Exchange Att, primarily 
1882, and the propositions which are successively laid down ani a 
illustrated by the decided cases incorporate the relevant sections od “lated | 
that Act. Around some sections a considerable amount of case law _ tin 
has gathered—notably section 82, which protects bankers who ‘ted n ; 
collect crossed cheques for their customers. Who is to be considered fion of tit 
as a “‘ customer,” and when the collection is to be regarded as made the ol rs 
for him, are matters which have been the subject of recent well-knowm TT end g 
cases, and the amendment of section 82 on the latter point is now are 
under the consideration of Parliament. These authorities are = 27 
stated by Mr. Watson, and he deals comprehensively in another [Bee obs 
place with the much criticized decision in Young v. Grote (4 Bing 
253), as to the responsibility of the customer to the bank fo 
fraudulent alterations in a cheque rendered possible by the 
customer’s carelessness. Reference may also be made to the ful 
and clear statement of the authorities in regard to the liability o 
a bank for wrongfully dishonouring a cheque. The practition 
will find the book handy to have by him for reference. Article 

Pees—Lie 
Land and Building Cases. ag 
A Dicest or LAW AND ARBITKATION CASES, INCLUDING COMMISSION, idin 

CoMPENSATION, LANDLORD AND TENANT, DisTRESS AND RATING secretly 

Cases, DisPuTES ARISING UNDER THE AGRICULTURAL HoxpmNe’ § pany; (c) 

Acts AND THE LONDON BuILpINe Act, &c., REPORTED FROM THE & director 

Ist OF JANUARY TO THE 31sT OF DECEMBER, 1903. By SrpNe! & Office, an 

Wricut, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. Estates Casele ( caused th 

(Limited). cae 80 

This work contains a digest and also condensed reports of the case he dire 
which were reported in the Estates Gazette during the year ! undisco - 
They include High Court, county court, a::1 police () that t 
cases, and also cases before arbitrators, and may be Cicens 
to embrace generally the subjects which are of interet wae di 
to landowners, tenants, builders, and persons having dealings ® cin ar 
land. Such a work cannot take the place for practition® @ y in To 
of the ordinary reports, but upon special subjects it be relied 
be found useful. The numerous compensation cases, for may act 

furnish hints as to the mode in which claims for compen § yo 6. } 
tion should be formulated. Thus Zhorne Brothers (Limited) - aed 

London County Council (p. 336) gives the figures on which the _ Memor 
valuations for each side were based in the case of a brewery taken § jurisdicti 
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Correspondence. 


Registration of Title. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—Referring to the letter of Messrs. Emmanuel, Round, & 
Nathan in your issue of the 18th inst., and to your observations on 
it, allow me to suggest another solution. . Rule 336 (@) applies 
primarily to the case of the solicitor for a proprietor y on the 
register, and who acts for a proposed mortgagee. He is then entitled to 
themortgagee’s charges and half the mortgagor’s, and their charges are 
regulated by rule 336 (C). If, however, the solicitor is at the same 
time acting for the proprietor as a purchaser, he will, of course, be 
entitled to be remunerated as such, but as there is no fresh investiga- 
tion of title on behalf of the mortgagee, he will be remunerated for 
the mortgage under rule 336 (C) (i.)—i.e., under Part IT. of Schedule 
II., and will be entitled to receive the mortgagee’s scale (with a 
maximum of £26 5s.) and half (or a quarter) of the mortgagor’s. 

June 27. W. M. 

[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. 8.J.] 













Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Articles of Association— Vacating Directorship—Recovery of 
Pees—Lien Olause.—A company had articles containing the follow- 
ing very frequently found clauses—viz. : (a) A clause giving a lien on 

€s for money due by the holder to the company ; (6) a clause 
ding for vacation of the office of a director if he should 

Secretly concerned in the profits of a contract with the com- 
Paty; (c) a director’s remuneration clause. It was held (1) that 
# director on being so secretly concerned automatically vacated 

), and that the board could not waive the offence which 
the forfeiture of office; (2) that the disqualification only 
so long as the contract continued, and that a re-election 
of the director was good, although his participation in profits was then 
undiscovered ; (3) that he was not entitled to a quantum meruit for 

as a director during the time when he was disqualified ; 

(4) that the fees paid to him for such services could be recovered by 

the comp y as having been paid under the mistake of fact that he 

hey & director; (5) that the company had a lien on bis shares for 

j moneys so recoverable. After this case the decision of Kekewich, 

» in Turnbull v. West Riding Athletic Club (70 L. T. 92), is not to 

ed on, and the words “‘ ipso facto” in the disqualification clause 

Nor perhaps be omitted with safety.—Rz BoprGa Co. (Farwell, J., 
Ov. 26, 1903) (ante, p. 84; 1904, 1 Ch. 276). 


randum of Association—Alterations in.—The court has 


it is plain that, apart from an 
the vendors are not liable to 

into the cases at length. i 
aseries of cases ending with Stock v. Meakin that the date at which the 
charge arises is the completion of the works. It was argued that the exact 


1890, to confirm alterations in the memorandum of association of 
companies registered under the Joint Stock Companies Acts, 1856 
and 1857. Kekewich and Wright, JJ., had already so held, but 
Romer, J., on an insufficient argument, had come to the opposite 
conclusion.— RE EUPHRATES AND Tigris STEAM NAVIGATION Co. 
(Swinfen Eady, J., Jan. 19) (1904, 1 Ch. 360), 


Winding up—Proof by Second Creditor—Omitting by ‘‘ Inad- 
vertence’’ to Value Security.—Vaughan Williams, L.J., in this . 
case under Schedule I., r. 8, to the Seuapeiien on ae oe Act, 
1890, and Huw parte Clarke, Re Burr (67 L. T. 232), on the similarly 
worded Schedule I., r.10, to the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, has explained 
the meaning of ‘‘ inadvertence” as follows: ‘‘ The meaning of the 
rule is, that the creditor who has voted and has omitted to value his 
security ought always to be allowed to withdraw his proof and to be 
relieved from being deemed to have surrendered his security 
unless he has elected really to abandon his security: that is, 
unless he has omitted to do that which he did omit deliberately 
and on purpose. If it has been done accidentally, he ought, 
on such terms as the court may think fit to impose, to be relieved 
from the loss of his security. . . It is a question of fact”’— 
namely, whether the creditor ‘‘ having the choice before him, balanced 
the advantages and deliberately elected to prove,”’ omitting to mention 
his security, or ‘‘ proved for the debt, making the mistake of not 
mentioning the security, and without consideration of the respective 
advantages of proving and not proving.” The fact that Buckley, J., 
and the Court of Appeal, in the case noted, took a different view as 
to whether the facts (which are rather cumbersome) disclosed 
‘* inadvertence’ shews that the case was very much on the line, and 
that it only affords an out-of-the-way instance of cases in which the 
creditor will not be relieved.—RkE SAFETY EXPLosivEes (LIMITED) 
(C. A., Dec. 19, 1903) (1904, 1 Ch. 226). 













Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re ALLEN AND DRISCOLL’S CONTRACT. No. 2. 23rd June. 


Locat Government—Pvusiic Heatran Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vier. c. 55), 
ss. 150, 257—Exrrnses Incurrep sy Locat AutHortry—Cuarcr Uron 
Premises—Datr or CHarce—CompieTion oF WorkS—VENDOR AND 
PURCHASER. 
This was an appeal against a decision by Byrne, J. By an order made 
in a vendor’s action for specific performance it was provided that the 
urchasers were to pay to the vendors on or before the 29th of September, 
903, the sum of £4,440 in settlement of the purchase-money and interest 
due in respect of eleven leasehold houses at Acton. The vendors were to 
receive the rents and pay the outgoings in respect thereof up to the 29th 
of September, 1903. In February, 1903, a notice under section 150 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, had been served by the district council on the 
vendors to pave and make up the roadway in front of the houses. The 
vendors made default in complying with the notice, and on the 7th of 
July, 1903, the district council entered into an agreement with a contractor 
to execute the works specified in the notice. The works were partly 
executed, and some payments on account were made to the contractor by 
the council before the 29th of September, but the whole work was not 
completed till after the 29th of September. In these circumstances the 
question arose whether the expenses of the works were to be paid by the 
vendors or by the purchasers, and this depended upon whether the charge 
in favour of the council upon the property for the expenses incurred by 
them, which is created by section 257 of the Act of 1875, took effect 
before or after the 29th of September. On behalf of the purchasers it 
was contended that the charge took effect when the council entered into 
the contract of the 7th of July, which rendered them liable to the 
contractor. It was said that the council then ‘‘incurred ’’ the expenses, or 
that, at any rate, they did so when they made payments to the contractor, 
Byrne, J., held that the charge did not take effect until the completion of 
the works, and that consequently the purchasers were liable to pay the 
amount. His lordship thought that the case was governed by the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Stock v. Meakin (48 W. R. 420; 1900, 
1 Ch. 683). The purchasers appealed. 
Tur Court (Vavenan Wiiurams, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 
Vavenan Wituiams, L.J.—I think that the decision of Byrne, J., was 
quite right. The first question is, When did the expenses incurred by the 
local authority in the execution of works required to be done under section 
150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, become a charge upon the prope 
within the meaning of section 257? Byrne, J., has held that these 
expenses first became a charge at the date of the completion of the works, 
It is common ground that these works were not completed at the date fixed 
for completion of the contract between the vendors and the purchasers. 
If the charge under section 257 does not arise till completion of the works, 
question raised with regard to outgoings, 
LS these expenses. I do not propose to go 
I agree with Byrne, J., that it has been held in 





iwisdiction, under the Companies (Memorandum of Association) Act, 





point of the date of the arising of the charge was not raised, but it seems 














_588 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





July 2, 1904, 








to me that it was essential to the case which the court had to determine to 
ascertain this date. In my judgment we are bound by Stock v. Meakin, 
and that decision is quite right. 

Romer and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect.— 
CounseL, Cozens-Hardy; Norton, K.C., and Ashton Cross. Sottcrrors, 
T. Blanoo White ; Taylor, Willcocks, § Lemon. 


[Reported by J. I. Srrauine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law., 


Re POOLE AND CLARKE’S CONTRACT. No. 2. 23rd June. 


VENDOR AND PurcHasER—SALE or FREEHOLDS—REsTRICTIVE CovENANTS— 
CovENANT BY PuRCHASER TO PERFORM RESTRICTIVE CovENANTS—INDEMNITY 
—Form or CovENANT. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J., which raised the 
following question—viz,, Upon the sale of freehold land, the vendor of which 
is subject in respect of the land to restrictive and other covenants which 
bind him personally, is the purchaser bound to enter into a covenant with 
the vendor to observe and perform the covenants on which the vendor is 
liable, and to indemnify the vendor, or is he bound only to covenant to 
indemnify the vendor? Kekewich, J., in the present case decided in 
favour of the latter alternative, and the vendor appealed. It was admitted 
that in the case of a sale of leasehold property it is the well-settled practice 
of conveyancers to make the assignee covenant to perform and observe the 
covenants on which his assignor is liable and to indemnify the assignor. 
It was contended on behalf of the vendor that the practice is equally well 
settled in the case of a sale of freehold property, but this was not admitted 
by the purchaser’s counsel. On behalf of the vendor it was contended 
that he was entitled to a complete and effectual indemnity, and that he 
would not have that if the purchaser merely covenanted to indemnify 
him, for in that case, if the purchaser was insolvent, the remedy would be 
of no value, whereas if the purchaser entered into a covenant to perform 
and observe the original covenants the court would restrain him by injunc- 
tion from committing a breach. On behalf of the purchaser it was said 
that, if he entered into a covenant to perform and observe the original 
covenants, the vendor might sue him on it, even for a breach which the 
original covenantee was willing to waive. After some discussion, 


Romer, L.J., suggested that the proper course would be for the pur- 
chaser to covenant to perform and observe the original covenants and to 
indemnify the vendor, but that the covenant should be prefaced by the 
words ‘‘ with the object and intent of affording to the vendor, his executors 
and administrators, a full and sufficient indemnity, but not further or 
otherwise.”’ 

Counsel on both sides expressed their assent to this. 

Romer, L.J., said that when these words had been inserted the vendor 
would not be able to obtain an injunction in a case in which the original 
covenantee made no complaint. 

Vavueran Wins, L.J., said that no costs would be given to either 
side in either court. His lordship said he wished to add that, though the 
practice with regard to an assignment of leasehold property must be 
regarded as settled, and there was nothing in the present judgment which 
rendered it necessary to interfere with that practice by inserting any 
words of preface, still, his lordship thought that, even in that case, the 
words of the covenant ought not to receive a different interpretation from 
what they would have received if they had been prefaced with the words 
inserted in the present case.—CovunseL, Micklem, K.C., and Ashton Cross ; 
P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Spencer Butler. Soutcrrors, Montague Perkins. 

[Reported by J. I. Sriauixe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. ASHTON GAS CO. No. 2. 22nd June. 


Company—Gas Company—Sratvutory Maximum Divipenp—Payment FREE 
or Income Tax—Asuton Gas Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. CLXXxvI.), ss. 
16, 17—Iscome Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 35), ss. 54, 60; rR. 3. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. (reported 52 W. R. 
347). The action was brought by the Attorney-General at the relation of 
the Corporation of Ashton-under-Lyne, and by that corporation (the 
pag being large consumers of the company’s gas and interested 
with other consumers in the price of gas in the borough being reduced) 
for ‘‘a declaration that, according to the true construction of the Ashton 
Gas Acts, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. cci.), and 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. ec. 
clxxxvi.), and in particular of sections 16 and 17 of the Act of 
1877, the profits divisible in any year among the shareholders of 
the company ought to be calculated as inclusive and not exclusive 
of the amount payable for that year in respect of income tax on the 
profits to be divided.’’ By section 16 of the Act of 1877, ‘Except as 
in this Act provided the profits of the company to be divided among the 
shareholders in any year shall not exceed the rate of £10 per cent. per 
annum (which rate is in this Act referred to as the ‘standard rate of 
dividend’) on the ordinary share capital or stock of the company 
authorized by Parliament and paid up.’’ By section 17, ‘‘ The standard 

rice to be charged by the company for gas supplied by them shall be 

3. 8d. per 1,000 cubic feet. Provided that the company may increase or 
diminish such standard price subject to a decrease or increase in the 
standard rate of dividend as defined by this Act, to be calculated as 
follows: For every penny charged in excess or in diminution of such 
standard price in any year the standard rate of dividend shall for such 
year be reduced or increased by 5s. in the £100 per annum.”’ Buckley, J., 


came to the conclusion that the dividend to be paid to the shareholders 
ought to be calculated as including the income tax payable in respect 
thereof. The gas company appealed. 


pn 
Vavonan Wriuiass, L.J.—I think that the judgment of Buckley, J, 
was quite right. The whole question which we have to determine i, 
whether, in ange what has n paid as the standard rate of divideng 
—viz., 10 per cent., there ought to be included the income tax which had 
been paid by the company as part of that which went to make up the 19 
per cent. rate of dividend. It was really not denied in argument that that 
which was to be divided among the shareholders was the profits of the 
company, or that the income tax which had been paid by the company was 
part of the profits, and not something which had to be deducted before 
one arrived at the profits. Buckley, J., pointed out that not only was 
there nothing outside the provisions of the Income Tax Acts which pre. 
vented the company in such a case from deducting the rateable proportion 
of the income tax from the dividends payable to each shareholder, but that 
section 54 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, contained a positive provision to 
that effect. It is suggested that section 60, Schedule A, r. 3, of the Income 
Tax Act prevents the application of section 54, but Buckley, J., came to 
the conclusion, with which I agree, that there is nothing in section 60 
which is inconsistent with the application of section 54 to the present case, 
Apart from any conditions in the special Act, by the general law, in my 
opinion, the payment on account of income tax ought to be treated as 
having been paid by the company on behalf of the shareholders. In these 
circumstances, if the dividends are paid up to the full standard rate of 10 
per cent. free of income tax, the shareholders will receive too much. 
Romer and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect, 
—CounsEL, TZerrell, K.C., and Cann ; Danckwerts, K.C., and R. J. Parker, 
Sortcrrors, Burgess, Cozens, § Co., for Arthur Buckley, Manchester ; Sharp, 
Parker, § Co., for F. W. Bromley, Ashton-under-Lyne. 


[Reported by J. I. Srrruine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re PIMM (DECEASED). SHARPE v. HODGSON. Farwell, J. 23rd June, 


Witit—Sreciric Devisz or Freenotps—Morrcace THEREON AND OK 
Poticx—Dreection To Pay Incumprances—Dest Borne Rareasty— 
Locxe-Kine’s Acts (17 & 18 Vicr. c. 113 anv 30 & 31 Vicr. c. 69)— 
Drrection to Pay ‘* My Duries’’—Setrtiep FrEeexonps EXxonerarep 
rrom Estate Dutres—Frnance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 30), ss. 6 (2) 
AND 9 (1) (4). 
Adjourned summons. Thequestions for decision were whether a mort- 
gage on certain freehold property specifically devised and settled, in 
which mortgage a life policy forming part of the residuary estate of 
the testator was also included, should be borne by the freeholds under 
Locke-King’s Act, or rateably by the freeholds and the policy —— 
or paid out of the residuary estate in exoneration of the freeholds; 
and whether the estate duty and settlement estate duty on the said free- 
holds should be borne by the freeholds, or paid, in exoneration thereof, 
out of the residue. There were two mortgage deeds, the one in the 
usual form conveying the freeholds as security for £1,500; the other, 
expressed to be supplemental thereto, executed later, but on the same day, 
and purporting to assign a policy, to be named in the schedule, as 4 
further security. This indenture was stamped as a collateral security. 
The schedule had not been filled in, but a policy with the Gresham 
Society was afterwards deposited with the mortgagee. The testator 
devised the said freeholds in trust for his daughter and her children, 
and after giving certain pecuniary and other legacies he devised and 
bequeathed all the residue of his personal estate and effects and all 
his real estate not thereby otherwise disposed of to his trustees 
upon trust for sale and conversion and after payment out of the 
net proceeds of his debts, funeral and testamentary expenses, and duties, 
and the incumbrances which might be charged on his said estate or any 
+ thereof, and the ‘‘ said incumbrances’’ on No. 2, St. James’s-place, 
upon trust to hold the clear residue in trust for and to divide the same 
amongst his wife and sons. The freeholds as to which the questicn arose 
were not those described as No. 2, St. James’s-place, as to which latter 
the testator had abandoned his original intention of making a specific 
devise to his wife, the reference to them having by inadvertence been left 
standing when the draft was revised. 


Farwet., J., dealing first with the second question, said that the 
testator’s direction to divide the clear residue after payment of ‘‘ my debts, 
funeral, and testamentary expenses and duties,’’ was, in effect, a cumbrous 
way of directing payment of the duties arising by reason of the disposi- 
tions made by the will, and his lordship saw no ground for restricting the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ duties ’’ so as to exclude the estate and settlement 
estate duties. The case of Re King (52 W. R. 230; 1904, 1 Ch. 363), whieh 
had been cited, had no application, for it depended on section 19 of the 
Finance Act of 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 28). As to the other question, his 
lordship was satisfied that the policy was not mortgaged as « collateral 
security in the sense of being secondary, but as part of the same tralls- 
action as the freeholds. The direction as { incumbrances Was, 
in effect, to pay those affecting the testator’s ‘‘said estate, 
which meant his residuary estate, and it implied knowledge 
testator’s part that the specifically devised estate was not entitle 
to be exonerated like other estate. e reference to No. 2, St. James s- 

lace shewed that to be the only specifically devised property intended t 
be exonerated. In his lordship’s opinion, when the testator referred # 
incumbrance he did not mean an amount which would be chargeable # 
between creditor and debtor, but the amount for whieh the policy 
be liable in a due course of administration. Therefore the case came 
within the general principle laid down by Cotton, L.J., in Re Athill (8 





Tue Cover (Vavenan Witutams, Rowen, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 


W. R. 309, 16 Ch. D. 211). There was nothing to shew a ‘‘ contemy 
intention ” 80 as to exclude the Act, and consequently the charge must he 
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porne rateably by the freeholds and the policy moneys, which latter were 
part of the residue.—Counset, P. S. Stokes ; Upjohn, K.C., and Curtis 
Price; H. Greenwood. Soxicrrors, Varde § Co. ; Albert Sargeant. 


[Reported by R. Hiix, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re LONDON AND PROVINCIAL PURE ICE MANUFACTURING CO. 
(LIM.). Buckley, J. 28th June. 


Pgactice—ComMPANy—PetiTIon TO Winp Up—ADVERTISEMENT—ERROR IN 
Name or Oompany. 


A petition having been presented for the compulsory winding up of the 
above company came on for hearing, when it appeared that in the 
advertisement of the petition the name of the company had been given 
without the word ‘‘limited’’ at the end. Counsel for the petitioner 
submitted that this was an omission which might be passed over, as no one 
would be likely to be deceived. 

Bucxtey, J., said certain persons might perhaps think that another 
company was intended, and he referred to the case of Re Army and 
Navy Hotel (34 W. R. 389, 31 Ch. D. 644), where the word “company ”” 
was by mistake added to the name of the company in the advertise- 
ment, and a fresh advertisement was required. He refused to proceed 
with the hearing of the petition until it had been re-advertised correctly. 
—CounseL, Martelli; L. W. Byrne. Soutscrrors, W. §& W. Stocken, for 
Williams & Co., Newport, Mon. ; Ashley, Lumby, § Cooper. 

[Reported by Neviitite Tessutt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re BRYNDU AND PORT TALBOT COLLIERIES (LIM.). 
28th June. 


Practice—ComPpany— WINDING-urp—OrbDER or ReEGIsTRAR— Motion TO 
Discoarnce—Companies (Winpinc vp) Ruts, 1903. 


Upon a motion being made in the matter of the winding up of the above 
company to discharge an order of the registrar, the question was raised as 
to the proper method of proceeding. 

Bucxtey, J.—Under rule 7 of the Companies (Winding-up) Rules, 1903, 
Ihave, subject to the provisions of the Companies Acts and of the rules, 
power to give special or general directions as to the hearing of matters and 
the adjournment into court. I therefore do give a general direction 
that where a person desires to discharge an order made by the registrar in 
chambers a motion should be made to me in court for the discharge of the 
order.—OounseL, Buckmaster, K.C., and H. W. Vaughan Williams ; Astbury, 
K.C., and M. Romer. Souicrrors, Wrentmore § Sons, for John Bryant, 
Pontypridd ; Cheston § Sons. ; 

(Reported by Nevittz Tzseurr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


COTTEY ». THE NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND (LIM) 
AND JAMES WELLINGTON, JUN. Swinfen Eady, J. 22nd, 23rd, 
and 25th June. 

Morroace—Priority—Leavine Tite Deeps wira Souicrrok Mortreacor 

—ALLEGED NeGLicENcE Of MortGaGee. 


In this case the plaintiff, who was the executor of a legal mortgagor, 
claimed that the mortgage should have priority over an equitable mortgage 
held by the defendant bank which was subsequent to the plaintiff's legal 
m . It appeared that for some years prior to his death the 

intiff’s testator had employed the defendaut Wellington as his solicitor. 
n November, 1900, the testator advanced money to the defendant Welling- 
ton upon the security of certain real property owned by him which was 
mortgaged to the testator. The deeds relating to the property were 
never in the possession of the testator nor seen by him, but were retained by 
the defendant Wellington as the testator’s solicitor. In December, 1900, 
the testator died, and the plaintiff requested Wellington to forward to him 
the deeds, but only the mortgage deed was sent; the mortgage interest 
was oe until July, 1902. In June, 1903, the pro = was advertised for 
sale by the plaintiff, who was then informed by the defendant bank that 
the deeds were held by it by virtue of a memorandum of deposit to it 
dated August, 1901, made by the defendant Wellington as security for an 
advance to him. 

Swixren Eapy, J., said that the question to be determined by him was 
Whether the plaintiff’s legal mortgage was to be postponed to the bank’s 
subsequent equitable mortgage by reason of gross negligence on the part 
of the testator of the plaintiff or of the plaintiff. The evidence shewed 
that the former had not been guilty of any negligence, and with regard to 
the latter it appeared that the defendant Wellington when forwarding 
the mortgage deed to the plaintiff used such language in the covering 
letter as would entitle the plaintiff to believe that the mortgage 
was the only deed he had a right to receive. In the deed itself 
there was nothing which shewed that there must of necessity be other 

, hor was the plaintiff a lawyer who would have kueown that there 
should have been an abstract of title. The plaintiff was entitled to trust 
his solicitor and to rely upon him. There was ample authority to warrant 
his lordship in coming to the conclusion that there was not such gross 
negligence on the part of the legal mortgagor as would render it just to 
deprive him of a right to priority over a subsequent equitable incumbrance : 
citing Northern Counties of England Fire Insurance Co. v. Whipp (26 Ch. D. 
482), Manners v. Mew (29 Ch. D. 725), Hewitt v. Loosemore (9 Hare 449, 445), 
Oliver v. Hinton (1899, 2 Ch. 264). No negligence of any lind had been 
— aes the plaintiff, who was entitled to priority.—Counsz., 

icklem, K.C. ; F. Arnold Herbert, K.C.; Maonaghten, K.C.; Edward Beau- 
ae, CoLmerons, Vandercom § Co., for Brewer, nstaple ; Wild, Moore, § 
igston. 


Buckley, J. 


[Reported by Hanay Sreraen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
SMITH v. GIDDY. Div. Court. 21st June. 


Trees Oversanctinc Nercnrour’s Grounp—Damace to Nerennovur’s 
Grounp —WHETHER AcTION MAINTAINABLE FOR. 


This was an appeal from the decision of his Honour Judge Russell sitting 
at the Chertsey County Court, and raised the question whether an action 
is maintainable against a landowner for allowing his trees to overhang an 
adjoining landowner’s land. It appeared that the plaintiff was the 
occupier of a fruit garden, and that some forty ash trees, the property of 
the defendant, overhung the plaintiff’s land and, as the plaintiff alleged, 
damaged his land. The county court judge nonsuited the plaintiff on 
the ground that no cause of action was created. The proper remedy of 
the plaintiff was to cut tue overhanging branches. It was contended for the 
plaintiff in support of the ap that, though no instance of this action was 
to be found in the books, it fell within the principle sic utere tuo ut alienum 
non laedas. The case of Crowhurst v. Amersham Burial Board (27 W. R. 95, 
4 Ex. D. 5) was directly in point. Counsel also cited Lemmon v. Webb 
(1894, 3 Ch. 1) and Earl of Lonsdale vy. Neison (2 B. & C, 302). For the defend- 
ant it was contended that no action lay. 

Tue Covrr (Witts and Kennepy, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Wis, J.—I think there must be a new triai in this case. It is quite 
true that no action of this class is to be found in the books, but it is difficult 
to see on what principle an action does not lie. The case of Crowhurst 
v. Amersham Local Board seems to me to cover nearly the whole ground. 
In that case the plaintiff recovered damages for the poisoning of his horse 
through the eating of that portion of a yew tree which projected into his 
meadow from the defendants’ property. Kelly, C.B., put the proposition 
the defendant is contending for in the strongest way, and yet he held that 
the action lay. I can see no difference between that case and this. They 
seem to me both to belong to that class of action of which Fletcher v. Rylands 
(L. R. 3 H. L. 330) is perhaps the best example. I am always reluctant 
to create new causes of action, but it is impossible to say no action lies 
here without giving the go-by to well-settled principles of law, and 
though we are not bound by the dicta of Lindley and Kay, L.JJ., in 
Lemmon v. Webb, that such an action would lie, it is difficult to see on 
what principle the opposite can be contended. It is said the owner can 
himself abate the nuisance ; but, on the other hand, why should an owner 
whose property is damaged by these overhanging trees be put to the 
trouble and expense of removing them himself ?—Covnset, A. L. Lawrence 
and Thompson ; Drake. Soricrrors, Cholmley § Taylor, Feltham; Allen § Son. 

{Reported by Aan Hoace, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


TAYLOR & CO. v. WAY. Joyce, J. 29th June. 
Soxrcrror Actine ror Born Partrres—Dvrty To Disctose— Vor Covenants. 


This was an action by the plaintiffs for an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from selling any bottled beer, ale, or stout which should 
not have been purchased from the plaintiffs until the 13th of April, 1906. 
The defendants by way of counterclaim asked that the vege he 
which the plaintiffs based their claim for an injunction should set 
aside as void. ‘he plaintiffs are a firm of wholesale beer bottlers, one of 
the partners of which is also the senior partner in a firm of solicitors. The 
defendant is the proprietor of certain *‘ stores,’’ and had for many years 
been a customer of the plaintiffs’ firm for bottled stout and ales. The 
defendant, wishing for a loan of money to enable him to extend his busi- 
ness, applied to the plaintiffs, who agreed to a loan on the understanding 
that the defendant would purchase his bottled beer from them. The 
mortgage also contained a covenant that ‘‘ the mortgagor will during seven 
years from the date thereof, and notwithstanding that the whole of the 
moneys intended to be thereby secured should have been repaid, 

uv from the mortgagees or their successors in business 
all bottled beers, ales, and stout’? sold by them. Shortly 
afterwards the defendant commenced by way of instalments to pay 
off the mortgage, and when the payment was completed he asked for a 
reconveyance of the property mortgaged. ‘The plaintiff reminded him 
that he would have to enter into an agreement in the terms of the covenant 
in the mortgage deed for the purchase of his bottled beers, &c., for the 
remainder of the seven years. The ent was signed by the 
defendant, and the consideration for it was stated to be, inter alia, the 
release from the covenant to purchase bottled beers contained in the 
mortgage, and the giving of credit during the continuance of the agree- 
ment. Gradually the orders from the defendant decreased and ultimately 
ceased, when the present action was started. The firm of solicitors of 
which the senior partner was also a partner of the plaintiff firm acted in 
the matter of the mortgage for both plaintiffs and defendant. The 
agreement, also, which was the basis of the present action, was prepared 
by the same firm of solicitors. The defendant stated that the firm acted 
for him as solicitors in preparing the agreement and that he signed it 
under their inducement, and that he was not informed that the covenant 
binding him to purchase beers, &c., was null and veid, but thought that 
the agreement was a form of continuing the said covenant and nothing 
else. 
Joyce, J.—This is an action by a firm of brewers to compel the defendant 
to perform an agreement entered into by him to buy bottled beers, &c. 
The agreemant arises out of a mortgage transaction. Money was lent by 
brewers, and the covenant therein contained was in effect a “‘tie’’ up 
to the time of seven years. On payment of this mortgage the onvenant 
was renewed by the agreement. It seems to me, if the parties had been at 
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arm’s length on the ent of the mortgage, that there was sufficient 
consideration, and ‘ara aapemaent would be But the solicitor was 
solicitor for both parties to the original mortgage. The defendant was not 
informed of the invalidity of the covenant. On the Ist of October the 
defendant wrote to the partner, enclosing cheque in final payment, and 
asking for a formal reconveyance. This amounts to instructions for recon- 
veyance, and so the solicitor undertook to act for him inthe matter. He 
cannot get rid of his liability by separating the reconveyance and 

ment. The defendant clearly had no aceurate knowledge of his 
rights in the matter, and Iam of opinion that the partner can take no 
advantage from that agreement, seeing that he was solicitor for defendant. 
So the agreement must be set aside, but without any imputation of fraud 
or i being cast on the solicitor.—CovnseL, Hughes, K.0. ; Younger, 
K.C.; Leigh Clare ; R. Rowlands. So.scrrors, Phillips § Boyle; J. T. 
Rossi 


[Reported by Atrrep C, THomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Obituary. 


Dr. George Serrell. 


Dr. George Serrell, barrister-at-law, died on the 17th of June, at 
Lahore, India, where he had for nearly three years past held the appoint- 
ment of Principal of the Law College in the University of the Punjab. 
Dr. Serrell had a distinguished career as a student, taking the highest 
honours at the University of London, and he was a fellow of University 
College, M.A. 1870, LL.D. and gold medallist 1878 ; student of Lincoln’s- 
inn 1869, obtaining many prizes and a Council of Legal Education student- 
ship 1872. He was called to the bar on the 18th of November, 1872. He 
practised for many years at the Chancery bar and in the Privy Council. 
He was the eldest son of the late Mr. George Serrell, of Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, solicitor. His kindly disposition endeared him to those who had 
the privilege of his po cern: or friendship. He was the author of the 
Equitable ine of Election, and other works, and was a member of the 
Joint Board of Examiners for the Inns of Court from 1882 for some years. 
He leaves a widow and step-daughter. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Tuomas Hewrrt, K.C., and Mr. Tuomas Barciay, barrister-at-law, 
have received the honour of Knighthood, 


Mr. Epwarp Townsnenp Canpy, C.S.I., Indian Civil Service, retired, 
lately a Puisne Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Bombay, and Mr. 
Wriiam Rosert Burxrrt, Indian Civil Service,a Puisne Judge of the 
High Court of Judicature at Ailahabad, have also respectively received 
the honour of Knighthood. 


‘Mr. M. D. Caatmers, C.8.I., Permanent Under-Secretary of State, 
Home Office, has been appointed a Companion of the Order of the Bath. 

Mr. E. Txornron Lawes, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a 
Revising Barrister on the Western Circuit in place of Mr. Radcliffe, K.C. 

Sir Roserr Frxtay, K.C., Attorney-General, has been appointed a 
G.C.M.G. 


Mr. Atrrep A. Tozr, K.C., has been appointed Recorder of Salford in 
the room of Mr. J. M. Yates, K.C., resigned. 





General. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Bigham will act as the Long Vacation 
judge during the first half of the vacation, and that Mr. Justice Warring- 
ton will act during the latter half. 


The Royal Assent was given, on the 24th ult., to sixty Bills, including 
the Metropolitan Commons Act, 1904, Amendment Bill, and a large 
number of private and Provisional Order Bills. 


The Solicitor-General has given notice of an amendment to clause 8 of 
the Licensing Bill, providing that if the justices of a licensing district 
refuse to renew an on-licence on the ground that the holder of th- licence 
has persistently and unreasonably refused to supply suitable refreshment 
(other than intoxicating liquor), the justices sha!l be deemed to have 
refused the licence on the ground that the premises have been ill- 


The General Council of the Bar has appointed the following as 
representatives of the English Bar at the Universal Congress of Lawyers 
and Jurists, to be held at St. Louis, United States of America, on the 
28th, 29th, and 30th of September: The Attorney-General, Mr W. D. 
Rawlins, K.C., Mr. J. F. Rawlinson, K.C., Mr. Scott Fox, K.C., Sir 
John Macdonell, C.B., and Messrs. E. W. D. Manson, J. H. Keeling, 
G. G. Phillimore, J. Pawley Bate, J. A. Simon, and G. S. Robertson. 


A ball, attended by several of the judges and law officers and a large 
number of members of the bar, was given this week at Gray’s-inn Hall by 
the benchers of the inn. The guests, who numbered about 400, were 
received by Mr. Terrell, K.C., the treasurer, and Mrs. Terrell. The 
company included Lord Alverstone and Miss Webster, Lord and Lady 
Robertson, the Master of the Rolls and Lady Henn Collins, Mr. J. W, 





Lowther, M.P., and Mrs. Lowther, the Master of Elibank, M.P., Mr 
Justice and Lady Grantham, Mr. Justice and Lady Kekewich, Mr. Justice 
and Lady Kennedy, Mr. Justice and Lady Bigham, Mr. Justice and Lady 
Darling, Mr. Justice and Lady Channell, Mr. Justice and Lady Farwell, 
Mr. Justice and Lady Buckley, Mr. Justice and Lady Joyce, Sir Edward 
Clarke, K.C., and Lady Clarke, the Solicitor-General and Lady Carson, 
the Recorder of London and Lady Fulton. Dancing took place in the 
hall, where an effective scheme of decoration, the main feature of which 
was festoons of roses, had been carried out. The band of the Scots 
Guards, under the conductorship of Mr. F. W. Wood, was in attendance, 
Bacon’s-walk in the gardens was prettily illuminated. Supper was served 
in the libraries and ‘‘ pension ’’ chambers. 


Messrs. Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co., of 6, Bedford-row, London, write to 
the Times stating that ‘‘ Shortly after the death of a well-to-do client of 
ours @ letter arrived in England addressed to him from New York, in 
which the writer set forth that his ‘mate,’ who he suggested had been 
sent out to prospect for gold by our client, had made a wonderful dis. 
covery of gold quartz. He invited our client to go out to New York and 
receive a lot of gold which has been already got, and to take up his half 
share of the properties which the writer said had been acquired for the 
joint henefit of the finder and.our client. We had heard something of 
similar letters received in this country, and we therefore wrote to the New 
York police, who have written confirming our suspicions that the whole 
affair is an absolute swindle. The official who writes to us says: ‘The 
modus operandi is to address a letter similar in every respect to the copy of 
the one forwarded here by you to a deceased person of some means, taking 
it for granted that the same will be opened by the executors or heirs of 
the deceased, who in turn will communicate with the swindler.’ The New 
York police advise that we should give the matter as much publicity as 
possible to prevent others being swindled in a similar manner.”’ 


The Council of the Bar of Ireland has, says the Dublin correspondent of 
the Times, issued a report on the Judicature and Development Grant 
(Ireland) Bill, 1904, which proposes to reduce the Irish judiciary bench by 
abolishing one King’s Bench Judgeship and vesting in the Lord 
Lieutenant an option to fill ‘or leave unfilled another such judgeship, thus 
reducing the common law judges to eight. The Bar Council is of opinion 
that the proposed legislation is entirely opposed to the interests of the 
public and to the efficient and speedy shuniastretion of justice in Ireland, 
and that the object of more fully securing the Treasury against the fluctua- 
tions of the money market will be most dearly purchased at the expense of 
litigation in Ireland. The council believes that there should be a more 
efficient distribution of the existing legal business among the judges, and 
that arrears should not be permitted to accumulate in any court. It states 
that there is ample business to keep another judge fully occupied in the 
Chancery Division. Itis pointed out, also, that under the Land Act of 
1903 any judge appointed since the 1st of January, 1902, can be assigned 
to hear appeals in fair-rent cases, 14,000 of which were pending at the 
beginning of the present year. The council strongly presses that the 
existing vacancy in the King’s Bench Division should be at once filled, and 
the judge should be assigned to take up and deal with this accumulation 
of appeals. 


Lord Alverstone, says the Globe, delivered, at the annual dinner of the 
Union Society of London, a little lecture on the interruption of counsel. 
‘* An absolutely silent judge,’ he said, ‘‘is one of the most unpleasant 
judges to practise before, because the advocate never knows what is in his 
mind ; a garrulous judge is an intolerable nuisance, because he lengthens 
the proceedings and diverts attention from the points in the mind of the 
advocate ; to strike the happy mean—to say just enough to indicate to the 
advocate what he should address himself to, and yet not to disturb the 
advocate, particularly if he be a young advocate—is a task of great 
difficulty.’”? Some judges, including the Lord Chief Justice himself, are 
very successful in striking this happy mean ; others, in their desire to be 
rapid, are very apt to miss it. During the hearing of Allen v. Flood in the 
House of Lords, in which the question of ‘‘ molesting’’ was argued, the 
late Lord Watson gave a striking example of the socratic method. “I 
think,’ said Lord Morris, ‘‘ the House quite understands now the meaning 
of molesting a man in his business.’’ An interruption by Lord Watson, 
however fatal to the symmetry of an argument, was not wholly displeasing 
to counsel. A member of the bar once complained to the famous law lord 
of his socratic methods. ‘Eh, mon,’’ replied Lord Watson, who retained 
his broad Scottish dialect to the last, ‘‘ ye should no complain of that, for 
I never interrupt a fool.’’ 


Lord Lansdowne recently received a deputation at the Foreign Office, 
introduced by Mr. Charles McArthur, M P., consisting of representatives 
of the General Conncil of the Bar, the International Law Association, the 
Council of the Law Society, the committee of Lloyd’s, the Chamber of 
Shipping of the Tnited Kingdom, the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce, 
the Liverpool Steamship Owners’ Association, the North of England 
Steamship Owners’ Asse ciation, the Glasgow Chamber of Commerce, the 
Glasgow Shipowners’ Association, and the Hull Chamber of Commerce and 
Shipping. The members of the deputation expressed their desire, among 
other things, to promote greater uniformity in the maritime law of the 
different nations, and also urged upon the Foreign Secretary their views a8 
to the desirability of the Governments being represented at the forihcom- 
ing international conference in Brussels. As the result of this deputation 
Mr. McArthur, M.P., has now received the following letter from the 
Foreign Office: ‘‘ I am directed by the Marquis of Lansdowne to inform 
you that his Majesty’s Government have given their careful consideration 
to the arguments laid before his lordship by yourself and other members 
of the deputation which waited upon him on the 8rd of March last in 
favour of this country being officially represented at the forthcoming 
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maritime law of different nations, a anatter which has also been brought Band . & Eddis, —Camberwell : Residential Flats, 
before his lordship in connection with suggestions of a similar nature Bromae, Eo. ome, emay SS 2 eee, See Se Parkes 6 


from other societies. I am now directed by his lordship to state that his 
Majesty’s Government have come to the conclusion that it is desirable 

that, in accordance with previous decisions, they should decline to be 
officially represented at such conferences.” 


The evolution of our American industrial civilization has, say the 
American Law Review, produced the spectacle of the writing of law books 
by corporations. This spectacle has tended to dispel the vain conceit of 
John Marshall, inherited from the school men of the Middle Ages. that a 
corporation is nota tangible something having vitality and force, but that it 
is merely an invisible, intangible Entity, an ideal person that you cannot 
touch, pinch, or cognize; that possesses the capacity to strike without 
being ‘struck in return; to kick without being kicked; to hurt without 
being hurt. The spectacle of a great encyclopedia of the law being 
written, printed, and distributed by a corporation shows that a corporation 
is real flesh and blood. A corporation is merely an aggregation of 
individuals working through a defined agency, its board of directors or 
trustees, they in turn directing their action through ministerial offices, and 
these in turn employing and discharging men to do their work. -The 
great American and English Encyclopedia of Law, written at Northport, 
L.L, is a striking instance of what we say, and it is a striking instance in 
more aspects than one; for the other day all, or nearly all, of its employés 
called ‘‘ lawyers ”’ got their backs up and went on a atrike, without being 
organized into a trade union or bossed by a , walking delegate. These 
employés are not called ‘‘ authors ”’ or “‘ editors,’’ but are called ‘‘ lawyers,” 
The facts of this juristic insurrection are said to be that the employing 
company scattered a circular among its ‘lawyers ”’ saying that the hours 
were so and so, and that in the future they must not visit at each other's 
desks, write letters, read newspapers, or leave the building during office 
hours. The occasion for leaving the building will be unders when 
it is stated that there are one or two hospitable saloons in the vicinity. 
Upon receiving this circular and consulting together, all or nearly all the 
lawyers who were engaged on time-work, but not those who were engaged 
on piece-work, signed a petition addressed to the soulless corporation, 
which stated that if they could have a seven-hour day instead of an eight- 
hour day, which was universally conceded to be too long for mental work, 
they would conform to the other requirements of the intangible Entity. 
To this the Entity is said to have replied in a rather curt letter, saying 
that the seven-hour day was not to be thought of, and that the "rules of 
the Entity must be carried out. Thereupon eleven of the jurists resigned 
from the employment of the Entity. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date Emercency <Appeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
F Rota. No. 2. KEKEWICH. FaRweELt. 
Monday, July .....000-+ 4 Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
: io Goat Carringto Thee 
a ‘armer rey i nD eed 
4 W fea h Godtrer 3 Carrington Th 
o ; c rey i eed 
9 Theed R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buck.ey. JOYCE. Swiyren Eapy. Wagrineton. 
4 Mr. King Mr. Jackson Mr. Church Mr. Beal 
~® Farmer Pemberton Greswell Carrington 
6 King Jackson Church R. Leach 
\ 7 Farmer Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
y 8 King Jackson urch Pemberton 
NEED ‘cccsssscecsnsesees 9 Farmer Pemberton Greswell Jackson 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week 


of Melindwr, about 8} miles from Aberyrt- 


Ground. to £1 15s., with 
early “reversions ; in i Loe ‘Bolicitor, J. P. Court, Esq., Liverpool. (See advertise- 
par be this week, back -) 

July 6.—Messrs. Doucias Youre & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—Blackheath: Two substantial 
Freeh ences, close to station ; let at £120 per annum. Solicitor, K. E. Blyth, 
LL D., Norwich.— Cricklewood : -rent of £26 18s. per anoum. 
Kilburn: Leasehold Ground-rent of £1710s. Solicitors, Messrs, Baxter & Co, London. 
(See advertisements, June 4, p. v.) 

July 6.--Messrs. Baxter, Payye, & Lepper, in @ marquee on the Kinnaird Park Esta‘e, 
Bromley, at 2:—Freehold Land and Residences at Bromley, Avondale-road ; 
value of £85 per annum, with possession. Alexandra-cresceat: Semi-detach«d 
Residence; annual rental < of £55, with possessii Detached y 


essrs. i ) 
July 6.—Messrs. Humezrt & Fuint, at the Mart, at 2:— The Iwerae 
ter Estate of 2,612 acres, muy roa Bindlod a and qportiog qualifications 
from Shuftesb’ and 


of the I hest order — six Te ury, 
withia 2} hours rail of Xt ommains an p+ ™ mansion, 
containing five bry ems 23 bed and S sev 

bathrooms, and other accomm: 4 electricity. Solicitors, Messrs, 


Waterhouse & Co., London. (See 
July 6.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, Trwson, — & Bunorwaren (in conjunctiun with 

Messrs. Mattuews, Matraews, :& Goowmax), at inchester House, Oia Broad-street 
(in the Great Hall), at 1: rr Wooleich? The First Portion of the B 
as rhing umerous fine comtinuot blooks of Freehold , extending from th- 

| eg The present income amounts to upwards o 

itors, Messrs. G. F. Hi & Co. (See ad’ 
sly ——. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2:— 


ONS 
To To One-third of a Trust Fund, value £10,970; lives 62 and 50. Solicitors, Messrs. 
London. 


a oa & Boxall, 
tleman aged 40. itor, Stewart cathy G 


Bolici 
a aw 58. Bol itor, 8. J. B. Stammers, 
> 3,000; tady ar at Brighton, week ; hag are "4, Montreal: 
oe te ol . Solicitor, rey Maylam, Esq., 
/fontleman aged 0. Solicitors, Messrs. Crosse & Sons. London. 


To £600 ; Messrs. James, Mellor, & Colemav, London. 
° Sa ce, as oo ee also to One-fourth of £17,376, 


, June 25, p.v.). 


ate invested ; to One-twentieth of £8,300 on mortgage ; lives aged 
54 and 47. Solici s, Mears, Barlow & Barlow, London. 
To One third of a Trust lonial and ee eee wee £4,000; lady 
aged 54. Baia. ry Bobb, Ha Tuobri 
To £7,500; lady reversioner s Aon with Policy. Bolici- 
tors, Messrs. W,,rowa & aglow, London 
To Que-sixteenth as a Se Pent value £18,700 te cans to One-fourth of 
life aged 62. itors, Messrs. Sawyer, & Uo., Leadon. 


£5,550, 
POLICY for £1 000 in the Standard Life Ofc life 6 
. e~ £1 — Great Western Railway 5 per 
Cent. Stock. Sohcitor, W. H. Brown, Esq , Bristol. 
INTEREST of a bg in a sum aa £2,000, together with Policy. Solicitor, L. 


DEBENTURES : “ 
£500 Four per Cent. Deas et ee ence & Co. (Limited). 


Solicitors, Mesars. Senior & Furbank, Richm 


626 rix per Cent t Cumulative mm en gt fully paid, and 

21,000 Ordinary Shares of £1 « 1 veach, fll jicitors, Frank s, Kay 
Messrs. Charch, Rendell, i Miler, Wiine, & laylor, 
London ; ; Gamnel Southall, Een’, Vee * (bee advertisements, this week, 
back page 


July 7. mn ~_ -;—~—% Tewson, wo & Bripcewarter, at the Mart, at 2:—8t. 
Bernard’s, Hook Heath, Woking: A commodious Freehold Family . wee 
which a large outlay has recently been made), occupying a particularly dry and y 
position on high ground, in a very favourite country, ~ ngs 4 farze, and ~- 
trees, a mile trom Woking Junction. . Worplesdon, Surrey : 
valuable Frechold Residential Estate of about 20la. or. ” $p., between Woking x 
Guildford, a mile from and and four miles from ‘Woking and 


Worplesdon 
Guildford Stations. Solicitor, W. O. Vizard, Esq., London. (See advertisement, June 


4, p. iii.) 

July 7. a Srmson & Sons, at Mart, at 2:—Kensington : Valuable io 
"arcund-oents and Freehold reehold| Shops let on ~ Solicitors, Mecsas. Wood & Sons, 
London, (See advertisemente, June 18, yy 

ly 7.—Messrs. Beapgt, Woov, & Co., tie Mart, ot 1, in Two Lot: —Methwold, 
Norfolk (on the Estate of the Duchy of Lancaster) : uable Freehold Agricuiteral 
and Sporting Estate, pbs oy RA Methwold, 8 
heath, 9 from Brandon, both stations on the main Norwich line of the Great Eastern 
Railway. = —s the ie. y of Lancaster Office, ere W.C. (See 

‘une 18, p. v. 


advertisemen' 
July 7.—Messrs. Dasin Warner & —} at the geen se at 2 ere, Hindhead. and 
pa rt he district (on the borders of ): A A beely situated and 


well-timbe Benilenta Estate of meary” 80 Fernden, 
distant onl w abou ape mie foun town of Haslemere, with is station on 
the direct ct Portsmouth Haneef Seb. cant 2. See ae Ghana eon 


Attu , London.— Sussex on the Hampebire) : The Dangstein Estate a 
_ ¢ Frecholdte Taal oi Sporting + roperty of 1,470 nares. Boli it rs. Mess, 
London. lvertisements, 





July 4.—Messrs. WEATHERALL & Greew, at the Mart, at 2:—In an important busi 
position at the corner of Tavistock-street and Burleigh-street, Strand (by order of the 
Corporation of the City of Westminster) : The high] important Leasehc —_ Pro Lee: 
No. 5, Tavistock-street, Covent-garden. Solicitors, Messrs. Allen on.— 
Upper Tooting (by direction of the London Parochial Charities, and Sou the consent of 
the Charity Commissioners): The substantial brick-built Freehold Beerhouse, licensed 
ante to 1868, known as the Rose and Crown. Solicitor, R. Pearce, -» London.— 
rey pad Freehold Residence, known as No. 12, Highbery-tommes, with stabling in 

tart, hon ucing £77 103. per annum. Solicitors, essrs. Johnson, Weatherall, & 
mdon.—Banstead, Surrey: Tithe Rent-charge, commuted at £117 98. 6d. 
Solicitors Messrs. Nash, Field, & Co., London.—Ham; : Leasehold Residence fee 
Investment or Occupation, within two minutes of Swiss Cottage Station ; recentl 
at £100 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Moon, Gilks, & Moon, London.—Lease cH 
Property known as No. 21, Paternoster-square; let on lease at £110 per annum, 
ee aoe E. Baker, Esq., London. (See advertisements, June 4, p. vi.) 

H. E. Fostsr & Cr ANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2:—New Bond-street : 

tionally fine Modern Premises, pee a to Freehold ; leased at 

£1,500 per annum. Solicitor, Leslie Stoc on.—Enfield Wash: Freehold 

Detached Residence with stabling, a hE, gardens, and grounds, about 1} 

acres. With possession. Solicitor, Francis T. Jones, Esq., London. - Knightsbri 

In the main road. Frechold and Leasehold Investments in first-class Shop 

Properties, Solicitors, H. G. W. d’Almaine, Esq., Abingdon, Berks; Messrs. 

Naunton & Son, London. —Northwood, Middlesex: Freeh Building Estate of 

1 acres, on the main road leading from Rickmansworth to Pinner. 
icitors, Messrs. Tyrrell Lewis, Lewis, & Broadbent, London.—Hammersmith : 

Freehold Investment in Manufacturing Premises, e over two acres, 

et on lease for a to Messrs, W: & ‘Gillow (Limited), at £1,100 per 


iliam Webb, Esq., London.—Homerton : Five Leasehold shops, 


Rowcliffes, > > Co. 4,p.x 


July 8,—Mesars. C. C. & T. Moons, at the Matt, at at 2:— Pyne or fp memes . 
to £351 16s. annum, a Freehold Shop, and round-rent 
Be per & Marchant, London. (See advertisement, 


itors, Messrs. Marchant, Benwell, & 
July o Meese WB & Co., at the Town Hall, Chesham, st 3.30 Hawbridge- 
— Messrs. W. Brows — 
ratory Bucks (three miles from Chesham three from Ber 
sted, L. & N.W.R.): Hawbrid Ky tt. ft 
and homestead. Soli: Messrs. Chesham. 


Bucks (2} miles from Chesham Met. Railway, ‘ r 4 
L. and N.W.R. mainline; A desirable oe TI ng yp = yg 
with frontage of 365ft. to planted with firs. subsoil chalk. Posses- 
sion on com Will be off after Hawbridge at same time and 
place. Solicitors, Messrs. Hewlett, -Reynardson, & ; ion. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lowrep mm Caancery. 

Exner & Co, 1s —Creditors are req on or before July 11, to send their 

oak alte, of Maas ches or Gales, to i. eyilliems Burbllge, 
45, Bank st, Shemaa right & Co, Bradford, solors for li Li Rag 





Behoot ee ho 


arehouse, and Factory, of the value of £284 per annum. Solicitors, 


Groras Kyow es & Soxs, Litep Gs VoLunTaRy opera ne are anh d ery 
on or before July 31, to names and addresses, 
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debts or clai 
solors for liquidator 


Jonnw Kxowtes & Sovs, Limstep (1n Voturtary Liquipation) —Creditors are required, on 
i the particulars of their debts or 
te William Kevan, 12, Acresfield, Bolton Holdens & Cannon, Bolton, solors for 


or before July 31, to send theirnames and 
claims, 
liquidator 


iq 
Mavras Dramonp Minixe Co, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on or before ~<e 16, to 
send illiam 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


Henry Hudson, Broad st House, New Broad st. Hands, London wall, solor to liquidator 
Weer Gorton Founpry Co, Liitep —Creditors are required, on or before August 9, to 
send their names and addresses,and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
Broome, Crown Iron Works, West Gorton, Manchester. Hilditch, Manchester, solor for 


liquidator 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 28, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Limitep tn CHANCERY. 


Boro’. or Betunat Greex Cxivs Association, Limitep— Creditors are required, on or 
before July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their d-bts 
erick Thomas Felton, 44, Pollard row, Bethnal 


or claime, to John Merison and Fred 
Green Crossfield & Co, Hackney rd, solors for liquidator 


Guape Mininc Co. (Lim:tep) —Creditors are required on or before the July 26, to send 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. H. Montague 


their names and 
Smith, Victoria st, Westminster 

“ Tris’? SteamsHiP Co (Limitep)—Petn for winding up, presented June 10, directed to be 
heard at the Town Hall, Cardiff, July 7.. Payne & 


1n the afternoon of July 6 


Joun Stupson, Limitep (Cotton Manufaeturers)—Creditors are required, on or before July 
14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


Herbert Foden, 3, Ormerod st, Burnley. Procter & Son, Burnley, solor for liquidator 


——— Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send their names 


resses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alexander Nisbet, 3 
4, Lincoln’s inn fields. Russell & Co, solors for liquidator 


Puaro & Parker, Liwitep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. Stewart Mallam, 


30, Moorgate st 


Pyrocurom Synvicare, LimitEp—Credit »rs are required, on or before Aug 5, to send their 
es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to alfred Morrison 


names and ad 
Forbes, 120, Bishopsgate st Within 
Rip Gotp Min1ye Co, Limrreo—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 10, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to M. Pisani and G. 
Montfort, New Broad st 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 17. 


Anpravz, Hewry, Stoke Newington July18 Driver, Warwick ct, Gray's ian 

AsKLE, Eowargp, Jesmond, Newcastle upon Tyne July 20 Mather & Dickinson, New- 
castle upon Tyne 7 

Baw, Janz, Leicester July 18 Toller & Pochin, Leicester 

Bainsriper, Waiters, West Hartlepool, Fruit Merchant June 30 Bell, West Hartlepool 

Bayuiss, Jony, Naunton, Glos, Slater July 27. Kendall. Bourton on the Water 

Bezxs, Gzorcx, Burton on Trent July 14 Taylor & Wheatcroft, Burton on Trent 

Be.ton, ae, Chadwell st, Clerkenwell July 15 Young & Co, Laurence Pountney 


, 

Brap, Resecca, Ramsgate July16 O A & K Daniel, Ramsgate 
eee Higin av, Paddington, Solicitor July 20 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, 
Brocxsank, Exizasetn., Ulverston, Lancs July 20 Holden & Co, Lancaster 
Brown, Bayuie, Tonbridge, Coal Merchant July 20 Freer & Brown, Tonbrid 
Buck, Guares Avruagvs, Beldock, Herts,Grocer June 30 Hawkins & Co, Hitchin 
Buroess, Cuarves, Denton, nr Manchester, Ironmonger July 18 Richards & Hurst 
2 — — lene “. F 

UTLER, JOHN, ley Heath, Kent, Builder July 25 Russell & Co, Old 
Caryix, Emma, Horsham July 14 Coole & Maddock, Horsham otodumaeed 
Canuitz, Tuomas, Warnworth, nr Widnes, Agent July 25 Davies & Co, Warrington 
CaBuiLe, Mary, Farnworth,nr Widnes Juiy 25 Davies & Co, Warrington 
Cave, Gzorcr, Northampton July 18 Browne & Co, Northampton 
Cuitvers, Jous, don, Suffolk, Farmer Aug 31 & Co, Halesworth, Suffolk 
Curusertson, Gzorcr, Belford, Northumberland, Joiner Aug1 Douglas, Alnwick 
Dassox, Toomas James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Patent Agent July 1 Stanford & Gover, 


Davune, Davin, Onehare, Ghrewsb berts, Shre 

AVIES, Davin, m, ws , Lamplighter Jul: y 

Dowstxc, Jour, Norwich July 16 Goodchild: Norwich’ ie aaa 
ABRWELL, WILLIAM Came, Plymouth Augi Elworthy & Co, Ph 

Fu, Mary Arn Exiza, Malistone J a4 30 Mercer & ten Ulaheny 

Grorcz, CuarLotre, Reading July 16 Wills, Uxbridge 

GotprnorPe, Wituiam, Burnage, chester, Barrister at Law July 16 Lord, Man- 


Gugney, Joserx Joux, Newcastle w Tyne Augl Watson & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
, Hues a wernse UsTAvus, Bloemfontein, S Africa Sept 12 binson 
’ eap 
Hancock, Exvizasetu Butier, Lee, Kent July 23 Hatchett-J & Co, Mark 
Haynow, _— Joun, Abbey Wood, Kent 5 uly 20 Gaeenop & | Son, ‘Talbot + 


~~ —: —e upon Tyne, Tobacconist July 18 Nicholson & Martin, 


Bonree. Faeperick, Nuneaton, Warwick, Roundabout Proprietor June 30 Whiteman, 


Hvueurs, Mary, Menai Bridge, Ang) July 20 Jones, Ban 
Hu.tos, Epwarp, Ashton on Maney, Bowen sper Proprietor July 20 Sampson & Price, 


Hutrox, Epuuxp Bacox, Blidworth Dale, Notts Nov 30 Hutton, Blidworth 
Hyuenzs, Axxr, Burnstones, Knaresdale, Northumoerland J uly 11 Blackbume Main, 


Joxes, Eowrx, Chislehurst Aug 1 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 

Kexwetr, Tuomas, Ashford, Kent July 18 Kingsford & Drake, Ashford 

| meng Sem Ayn, Waltham Cross, Herts July 14 Martin & Co. King st 
Bow ns, Josrva, Appleton, Chester, Farmer July 30 oan & Co, Warrington 


Lana, Joux, Northam, Devon A ley 

Lagps. Fansiz, New Catton, Norwich July 9 Smith & Burrell, Richm 
Larriz, Henrietta Exiza, Bath Aug 15 Bannister & Co, John st, 
Mantz, Axx, King’s Heath, Worcester July 11 Frost, Bi ham 
Mangow, Mary, Hatton, Chester July18 Davies & Co, Warrington 
Muxagp, Joux, Acton, Farmer Aug1 Gibbons, Keynsham, Scmerset 
Oxmenop, James, Southport July 20 Scholes, 


ond 
ford row 


Manchester 
Owen, Auicr, Aberffraw, A: Jul berts mary: 
Parkin. Saran, Huddersseld Ace 1 Hall Cn Hadas 0 ” 
Panwsit, PexeLore Jave, Onex, 
imn 


& Co, Huddersfield 


eva, Switzerland July17 Paice & Cross, Clement’s 





to William-Kevan, 12, Acresfield, Bolton Holdens & Cannon, Bolton, 


bers, Cardiff, solors to the 
r. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 


Prix, SamveEt, Honiton, Devon, Farmer July 23 Dunning & Co, Honiton 

Poona, Saasias am Market Drayton, Balop July 15 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, 

Pow EsLaND, Ernest Grorce, Ramsgate July 20 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 

Raves, Mary Ayn, Southend on Sea July 16 W & F Gregson, Southend on Sea 

Ror, Witu1am James, Northumberland av July 18 Robinson, Philpot In 

Samrsos, StePHEN Mattuew, Etwall, Derby July 18 J& HF Gallsby & Coxon, Derby 

Serton, JAMES, Blackburn, Grocer July 18 Cooper, Blackburn 

Suarp, Freperick Heyy, Chorlton cum Hardy, Lancs, Estate Agent July30 Baroy 
& 8mith, Manchester 

SipesorTom. Epmunp Howakp, Castleton, Lancs, Cotton Waste Dealer July 30 Asorof 
& Co, Oldham 


Stater, Witi1am, Newport, nr Brough, Yorks. Farmer July 20 Pearson, Manchester 

SuiTH, ‘Mary, Harborne. vy July 19 Reynolds & James, Birmingham 

Srepuenxs, WiLL1aM, Plymouth July 18 Jackson,Plymouth 

Surroy, Euizaperu Barey, Ramsgate July 21 ere-r & Whitehead, Ramsgate 

Tai By, Saxan, Shangton, Leicester July 16 McAlpin, Leicester 

Taytor, Jouy, Widnes, C nfectioner Aug 10 Husband Liverpvol 

Tippury, GeorGE, Willesden July 25 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Vat, Lucy, P.ymouth July 13 Shelly & John, Plymouth 

Vincent, Joux Beate, Weymouth, Jeweller, J P July 30 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 

Waker, Witi1am, Wakefield st, King’s Cross July 30 Bright & Son, George #, 
Mansion Hous> 4 

Warp, Hannag, Haddenham, Ely, Cambridge July 18 Foster, Cambridge 

Wuitworrs, SamveL, Hurst July 17 Whitworth & Co, Ashton under Lyne 

Wis, Jurian, Bexhill July 18 Langham & Smith, Bexhill on Sea 

—, Epwarp, Victoria st, Westminster,C E July 14 Rose & Co, Delahay st, 

estmin: 


ster 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 21 


Barrineton, Yrait Artuur, Ipswich July 18 Caprons & Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 

Boycr, Emma Annie, Upper Tooting July 18 Greening, Fenchurch st 

Cuapman, Jonny, Liverpool Sept 1 Blyth, Caird st, Liverpool 

Coreman, Mantua JANE, Aldbourne, Wilts July 25 Townsend & Co, Swindon 

Cooxson, Emma Mary AnveE, Windsor Forest July 9 Claytun_& Gibson, Newcastle upon 

ne 

ot, am Chellow Dean, Bradford July 22 Turnbull, Bradford 

CumBEBLAND, James, Borrowash, Derby, Auctioneer Jaly 21 Moody & Woolley, Derby 

Gaui, Magia, Hi te July1i3 J Beda Brooke, Leeds 

Gorpon, Freperick, Stanmore July 30 Edell & Gordon, King st, Cheapside 

Fatwasser, Evita Exizaseta Martitpa, Worthing Aug 2 Dibb & Clegg, Barnsley 

et AgTsur Cuartes, Hammersmith July 18 Scadding & in, Gordon st, 
Gordon sq 

Ketty, Lovisa, Hargrave ri, Upper Holloway Augi1 Norris & Norris, Bedford row 

Kuve, Haynes, Swiss Cottage, Middlesex July13 Bate & Co, Bedford row 

Know es, JOsEPu, ape Chester, Farmer Mee’ ber Browne & Co, Warrington 

Marspen, ARTHUR, old Hotel, Walkley, Sheffield, Ornamental Engraver July 9 
Rodgers,& Co, Sheffield 

Manrspey, Rost Any, Harold Hotel, Wall , Sheffield July 30 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Matuews, THomas, Cheltenham July 31 & Co, Queen Victoria at 

Newman, Tuomas, Northchapel. Sussex, Builder July 31 Wilkinson, Leyton, Essex 

Ouiver, Ross Mati.pa, Windsor July 30 Campion & Co, Old Broad st 

Owex, Wii114m Yate, Iron Bridge, Salop, Maltster July 30 Potts & Potts, Brose 

Parker, Tuomas, jun, Leven-hulme, or '» gineer July 30 Ha er, 
Manchester : : 

Parr, Joun Garry, Birkdale, Southport, Manufacturer July 30 Hardicker, Manchester 

Perkins, EtEN, Birmngham Augil Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 

ScuoFIELD, Jonn Wit.14M, Mirfield, Contractor July 23 Wilson & Topham, Mirfield 

repens. THomas Dua@an, Presteigne, Radnor July 16 Wallis, Hereford 

Turner, Jouy, Dalston Augi Houghton & Son, New Broad st 

Vassar, Dattoy, Barnham Broom, Norfolk, Farmer J uly 16 


Wymondham 
Wirtiams, Aaron, Wooburn, Bucks July 25 Parker & Son, HighWycombe 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 24. 


Apranams, Mornis, Knightsbridge July 30 Potter & Co. Kilburn 

Baxter, Tuomas Henry, Plymtree, Devon July 30 Burrow & Miller, Cullompton 

Bine, Launips Martin, Copenhagen July 25 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Birxs, Mary Ann, Nottipngham Aug5 Green & Williams, Nottingham 

Baanpeetu, Henry Pirxineron, Birkdale, Lancs July 25 Anthony & Imlach, Liverpool 

Browy. Exizasetn, Blackburn July 25 Cooper, Blackburn 

Cozs, GerarD Francis, Newnham, Vambridge Aug10 Francis & Co, Cambrid 

ene Louisa Bitnian, Brompton sq July 15 Beaumont & Son, Gt Winchee- 
ter s 

Crow, ArTHurR Trevor, Sunderland, Solicitor, July 30 Steel & Co, Sunderland 

Crow, Saran Jane. Sydenham July 28 Stammers, Basinghall st 

Croxrorp, Emity Hanpsrer, Sutton, durrey July 25 Slaughter & May, Austin Friars 

a; Witu1am, Runcorn, Chester, Confectioner July 29 Burton & Wardale, 

uncorn 

Foore, S8arau, Aix la Chapelle,Germany July 24 Newton & Co, Moorgate st 

Fowke, Ropert Matin, Chelsea, Chemist July 25 Westbury & Co, Old Broad st 

Frencu, Coarvorre, Peckhamrd July 25 Bridgman & Willcocks, College hill, Cannons 

GREENLAND, Rev Taomas, Upper Parkstone, Dorset July 25 Bridgman & Willcocks, 
College hill, Cannon st 

Haster, Saran, Croydon July31 Hughes, re rd 

Hayman, ALFaED GrorGe, Fenchurch st, Manager July 24 Lambert & Hale, 
Queen Victoria et 

Hemery, Coarues. Hadley, Barnet Aug 8 Minet & Co, King William st 

Hersvury, Francisca, Gmunden, Upper Austria July 25 Hemsley & Co, Albany ct yd, 


Piccadill: 
Joy, Epmuxp Milton, Hants, Farm Bailiff July 29 Trevanion & Co, Bournemouth 
Kine, dae Henry, Northampton sq, Clerkenwell July 23 Ledgard & Smith, 


Lioyp, Epauxp Eyre, Wokingham, Berks July 21 Haines, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 

McAnrruor, Jessig, Seaforth, Lancs July8 Sunter. Liverpool 

McCouttoca, Lady Marcaret Boak, Chislehurst July 30 Murray & Co, Birchin ln 

Ma uoy, CaTserine, South Shields Augé New! & Newlands, South Shields 

Moss. Peter. Kingston upon Hull, Hosier Augi Woodhouse, Hull 

Nexsox, James, Pudsey, Yorks July 24 Perkins, Bradford 

eee Rosert Jonny ALEXANDER Hocartu, Bedford row July 23 Middle, East 
uw 


itney 
Nort, Josepnixt Axwiz Watts July 23 Fowler & Co, Bedford row 
OspokneE, Janz, Brighton July 24 ker & Son; Brighton 
Posten, Freperick, Ethelred st, Lambeth, Provision Dealer July 23 McDiarmid & Son, 
Newman’s ct, Cornhill 
Pratt. Mary Cornisa, Taunton Mr, Peake & Co, Bedford row 
Rewnavup, Dr Frank, Alderley Edge, Chester July 20 Brown & Co, Stockport 
Rivor, AntHony, Willesden Green, Laundry Proprietor July 30 Emmet & Co, Bloom 


bury sq 
Reseny, Sarees Gextruve, Pelham pl, South Kensington July 30 Fallows, 
er pl, 

Moss, Arye Magia, Kingston upon Hull Aug1l Woodhouse, Hull 

Surru, CHARLES, Bisho; te st Without Saly 21 King & Jenkins, Abchurch In 
a gy Ba we J ily 30 Stone & Co, Ba ot 

‘APLix, James Francis, Small Heath, Birmingham, Docto: ul 
Browett, Birmingham a oy Se oe 

Venous Sean Cuanorre, Highbury pl July 5 Bridgman & Willcocks, College hill, 


Wuattey, Marcaner, Livesey, Blackburn Aug2 Marsden & Marsden, Blackburn 


Pomeroy & Son. 





Wit14Ms, James, Bath, Engineer July 16 Carpenter, Bath 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, June 21. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Beck, JoserH Horton, Coventry, Butcher June 29 at 11 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

BewsNerT, THOMAS, and Caries Atrrep Bennett, Higher 
Ardwick, Manchester, Cab Proprietors July’ 1 at 2.30 
Off Rec, ‘Byrom st, Manchester 

Boppy, Josuua Lez, Nelson, Lancs, Fishmonger J uly 1 at 
10.30 Court House, Burnley 

Bray, Joay, and Arruur, Beay, Hastings, Auctioneers 
June 29 at 12.80 Claremont Rooms, 12, Claremont, 
Hastings 

Brooks, JoHN AsuTon, Broadbottom, Cheshire, Butcher 
July lat 3.30 Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchi ester 

Brows, ALFRED James, Carter In, Muntle Manufacturer 
July 1 ati Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cuars, Geoxce Witu1am, Shoreditch, Exporter July 4 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cottins, GzorGE, Lu rshall, Wilts, Butcher June 30 at 
12.30 Off Kec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 

om, Jous Bettpy, Middlesbrough, Barman J uly 1 at 
12.80 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

DaaworT#y, Tuomas, Tooting, Fishmonger June 29 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Davis, Freveriox, Bristol, Printer June 29 at 11.45 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Dawson, Joun Artuur, Withington, nr Manchester, 
Leather Salesman Jane 29 at 3 Of Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

Farr, ees, Pontypridd, Builder 

h st, Merthyr Tydtit 

Foster, MaRgTaa, Becivetce, Staffs, Grocer Jane 29 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Feasek, Ropert ATKIN, Warburton, Chester, Leather 
Merchant’s Manager June 29 at 12 Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

Gissoy, SIDNEY Rursgrt, Nottingbam, Upholsterer June 
at 11 Of Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


June 29 at 12 135, 


Gray, Hector, Southend on Sea July 4 at 230 Bank- 


ruptey bldgs, Varey st 
Gaeex, Cecit, Frank, Cleethorpes, Grocer June 29 at 11 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
GriFFix, Francis Witutam, Bristol, Insurance Agent 
June 29 at 11.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Grove, JoszpH#, Heath Hayes, nt Cannock, Staffs, Grocer 
June 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhamp' ton 
Gwitt, CHARLES, Wolverhampton June 9 ati11 Off Rec, 
olverhampton 
Hasrisoy, Joun, Ravelsaye, Egremont, Cumberland, 
Cattle Dealer July 1 at 11.15 County Court House, 
Whitehaven 
Heytox, Mask, Tamworth, Confectioner June 29 at 11 
174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
™, Eowix, Wellow, Somerset, Licensed Victualler June 
Of Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Ho, pore Eaenest, Gt Ormesby July 7 atll Star 
otel, Gt Yarmouth 
Husa, WixtiaM, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Brass Founder 
July 1 at 12.30 Temperance ‘Hall, Pembroke Dock 
Houme, Richarp, Wigan, E «rthenware Dealer June 30 at 
11 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Hoyt, Grorce Henry, New Bond st July5 at 11 Banke 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Jouy, LoTwia, Bengheny da, Milk Vendor July 1at3 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Kitz, Agtuve, Frogmore, East Meon, Hants, Builder 
June29at% Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 
Kinsenta, James, Wokingham, Grocer June 30 at 12 
Queen’s Hotel, Reading 
Krauss, Jonn ADAM, East | Dulwich, Baker June 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Lioyp, Bele. Walkden, nor  /.cca, June 29 at 3.30 Of 
, Byrom st, Mancheste: 
Maatow, CHARLES Wosssax, Walsall, Horse Collar 
Manufacturer July5at11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
MarsHatt, Henry CHAR.Es, Bedminster, Bristol, Haulier 
June 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Monsen, WiLiiam Grorce, Lianybyther, Carmarthen, 
Pol lice Bergeant July 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
—~—" Witura, Chelsea, Japanner July 4 at 11 
+. bldgs, Carey st 
Panny é, 
bidgs, Carey st 
Brace, GRax, Rushol Manchest 
, Byrom st, Manchester 





June 29 at 2.30 Off 


Rossow, Winuias, Beerton, Leeds June 29 at 11.30 Off | 


22, Park row, Leeds 
Ryan, Ricuanp, Pontlottyn, Glam, Boot Dealer July 4 at 
8 135, High st, Merthyr Tydti Hil 
Savicyz, Marou ERITE, Castle st East, Oxford st June 30) 
at ll Bankruptey’ bldg, Carey st 
Saaw, Henry, Mount st, Total Manager June 29 at lit 
iptey bldgs, Carey st 
Suixcesy, Mary Emma, Caruerine Jane S.iinaspy, 
RGARET SLINGsBY, and Jonun WiLuiam S.iinessy, 
, Gunsmiths June 29 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Para 
row, Leeds 
Suate, WituiAm James, and SopH1a Smae, Swansea, 
Butchers June 29 at 12 Otf Rec, 31, Alexandca rd, 


Swansea 

Sreveysox, WittiaM Woopwarp, Kidderminster, Builde3: 
7 June 30 at 2.15 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 

nO Beat Aen’, Glam, Builder June 30 at 1/! 
7", ALFRED Henry, Poland 8 t, Dental soe: 
T une 29 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 

onges Hanoi Curetuan, Heyrod, ‘Stalybridge, Cheshire: 

wylats Of Byrom st, Manchester 

orty, Harry, Sheffi ._Pruiterer June 30 at 12 Off 
Vv , Figtree ln, Sheffield 

ARLEY, Anrxur, Rothwell, Yorks, Grocer June 29 at 18! 

Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 





Pimlico June 29 at 2.30 Bankruptey | 


VAUGHAN, pomenes Denbigh, Coachbuilder June 29 at 2.45 
brs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Wi.son — CHABLES, Sheffield, Jeweller July 6 at 12 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheff 
Woorrton, Revsen Josern, ool Heath, nr Wolverhamp- 
ton, Hay Trusser June 29at10 Off Ree, Wolverhamp- 


ton 
Yeanstey, Epwiy, Devizes, Seow June 23 at 12.15 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


Amended notice substituted 4 a published in the 
mdon Gazette of June 14 : 
Tuorpr, Joseru, Small Heath, Birmingham, Cab Proprietor 
June 23 at 11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ayperson, WittiAm Epwarp, Mablethorpe, Baker Gt 
Grimsby Pet June 14 Ord June 16 

ApriEsoam, Samvugzt, Well st, Hackney High Court Pet 
May3 Ord June 17 

Bioom, Max, City rd, Tailor High Court Pet May 10 
Ord June 16 

Bowen, Francis Artuur, Finsbury pymt, Merchant High 
Court Pet May 5 Ord June 18 

CuarK, GEORGE Wacom, ae, Exporter High 
Court Pet June17 Ord June 17 

Criarke, Freperik, Stainton by ~ a Lincs, Farmer 
Lincoln Pet June 16 Ord June 18 

Coxuins, Georce, Lud, » Wilts, Butcher Salisbury 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17° 

CuLLingorD, Joun Gaprop, ——, Surrey, Builder 
Croydon Pet May 12 Ord June 1 

D’AINTREE, SamvUEL JonN CATHEROC “1 ane, Milliner 
Brentford Pet June 16 Ord June 1 

De oe Fe.tx, Sheffield, Commercial Traveller Sheftield 
Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Dounrorp, Freperick THomas, — Surrey, Baker Croy- 
don Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 

Evxan, ALEXANDER ELKAN, Maddox st, Regent st, Cigar 
Manufacturer High Court Pet May 12 Ord June 18 

Faryrig_p, CuHartes Wiuiam, Felixstowe, Refreshment 
House Keeper Ipswich Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Gitt, ALFrep, Wadworth, or Doncaster, Butcher Sheffield 


Pet May 26 Ord June 16 
Earthenware Dealer Wigan 


Hume, Ricuarp, Wigan, 
Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Hurtcutson, Henry Evaenivs, Dover, Schoolmaster 
Canterbury Pet June18 Ord June 18 
Joxes, Rosert Tuomas Epmunp, Widnes, gpaere 
Liverpool Pet Junei6 Ord June 1 


Man 
Kitue, ARTHUR, ny eee East Meon, Hants, ‘Builder 
Portsmouth Pet June 16 Ord June i6 


Me..or, Samvuer. Joun, and James Hersert Rensaaw, 
Manchester, Glass Merchants Manchester Pet June 11 
Ord June 16 
Morcan, Witiiam Grorcs, Lianybyther, Carmarthen 
— Sergeant Carmarthen Pet June 15 Ord 
une 
Sioneee, | Witwiam, Exeter, Licensed Victualler Exeter 
Pet May 26 Ord June 18 
Nock, Wit.1am, sen, and Enocu Summers, Moxley, Staffs, 
Iron a ufacturers Walsall Pet June 14 Ord 
une 
Oy er, Henny, Cambridge st, Paw, Cab Proprietor 
Pet May 11 Ord June 1 
, Sussex, i Lewes Ord 


Pesenl Redan saat, General Dealer Luton Pet June 
10 Ord June 1 
Purstow, pete Epwarp, West Bromwich, Green- 
grocer West Bromwich Pet Juneié Ord June 16 
ees Leeds Leeds Pet Jume 15 Ord 


Suivessy, me Emma, CATHERINE JANE S.iinessy, 
Mare@aret Siixessy, and Jony WiIuiam S.inassy, 
Leeds, Gunsmiths Leeds Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

STEVENSON, Wituram Woopwarp, Kidderminster, Builder 
Kidderminster Pet May17 Ord June 16 

Srewart, Rosert, Manchester, Jeweller Manchester Pet 
April 20 Ord June 18 

Srickianp, J F, and Jouy J Buaxemay, H re 
sex, uilders Kingston, surrey Tet y 6 Ord 
June 18 

Srvuaer, Witiram Lara, ating, Essex Chelmsford 
Pet June17 Ord June 1 

Suapen, WILu1am, Hluddersteta Clothier Huddersfield 
Pet May 


T T = a ig a Chemist Birmin 
‘Homas, THomas Henay 
Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 ” 
Tims, Atrrep Henry, Poland st, Dental Manufacturer 
High Court Pet May 25 Ord ‘Tune 18 
Variey, Artaur, Ro:hwell, Yorks, Grocer Leeds Pet 
June li Ord Jane 17 
Wuittinepace, Kart, Ledbury, ‘oT? Riding Master 
Worcester Pet Jane 17 Ord June 17 
Wricat, Jouy, Birkenhead, - ore Builder Birkenhead 
Pet June 4 Ord June 1 
Amended notice per for that gatants in the 
London Gazette of May 20 
Evans, Witi1aAm James, St Weonard’ . Hereford, Farmer 
Hereford Pet Apml 26 Od May 16 
Amended notice substituted for that published ia the 
London Gazette of June 3 : 
Woortoy, Reoney Josepa, Coven Heath, nr Wolver- 
em 2 Hay Trusser Wolverhampton Pet May 30 
y 30 


ne ae 


Amended notice substituted i that genans in 
the London Gazette of June 
CawrTuron, Caartes Havsreap, ~. me Patnter’s Labourer 
Leeds Pet June6 Ord June 6 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ANDE pe Apam_ Gnrigrsoy, ee Bookbinder 
‘ham Macey, rd June 2 
andaien 1LL1AM Leton, Nottingham, Baker Nottingham 
a Pet June 21 Ord June 21 te 
PPLEBY, JOSEPH ALFRED, nton, Lancs, Managi 
Director Pet June 1 Ona 





Ashton under Lyne 
June 20 





Baries, Gzorcs Mitcueson, Nuneaton, Warwick Coventry 
Pet June 20 Ord June A 

Bryxo, Heyry, » Electrical Engineer High 
Court Pet Juve 2 Ged Stioe a 

Bisuor, Tomas, Docklow, sy ey Farm Bailiff Leo- 
minster Pet June21 Ord June zi 

my Sypyey, Twickenham High Court Pet May 26 Ord 


une 

Carev. Hevevy Wantage, Berks, Builder Oxford Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 

CoxxOLLY, Patrick, sso1ton, Cooper Bolton Pet June 22 


Tuduiic 26 y 

Crirsey, JanmonD, Gt Ghats, Plumber Gt Grimsby 
Pet June 20 Ord June 

pa Costa, Louis Puriir, and itiees Avoustus Bou.cer, 

High Court Pet May 12 Ord 

June 21 

Davis, Epwaxp, Ran; Crutched Friars, Merchan 
High Court 


Pateew” Ord June 20 
Dixox, SUSANNAH, , Bristol Bristol Pet June 21 
rd June 21 


Dyex, Epwis Atsert Roserr, Hanworth, Licensed 
a Kingston, Surrey Pet June 21 Ord 
une 21 
Farmer, Grorce Wesster, and Freperick CHABLES 
Ranstzy, Birmingham, Cycle Manufacturers Bir- 
mingham Pet May 31 Ord June 21 
Gissons, AsTHUR Hanpet Exviorr, Adelaide st, Strand, 
— Manager High Court Pet June 21 Ord 
une 21 
Grace, Gustave Le Carrentier. Wakefield, Picture Dealer 
Wakefield Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Gomes, Aveusrtvs, Southsea Brighton Pet June 20 Ord 
June 20 
Hvueues, Evan Jenkix, ne Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet June 20 Ord June 
Horst, Danie, coe, | Lanes, Sanitary Patente2 Salford 
Pet May 20 Ord Jun 
Jacques, GroraE, ed ll Refreshment house Keeper 
Birmingham Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Jones, Isragt, Heath, ey Cannock, Mocaffs, Grocer 
Middlesex, Civil Engineer High 


alsail Pet June 2t Ord June 21 
Kiyc, Cuarves, Ashford, 
Court Pet May 31 Ord June 22 
Kyieut, Sterues Greorce, Gravesend, Kent Rochester 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
ino, So Ipswich, Painter Ipswich Pet June 18 


Liyey, Cuartes Ciirrorp, Kelso pl, Kensington, Builder 
High Court Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Loaper, Jossrn, h St Michael, Somerset, Miller 
Taunton Pet June21 Ord June 21 

Lu ee Leadenhall st High Court Pet May 23 

Mackenziz, Sir Kensern, Bart, Tarbat High Court 
Pet Oct 12 Ord June 22 

—_ — aaah Cuar.es, Stoke by Nayland, Suffolk, Grocer 

N W. Hox som Tobacconist High Court Pet Ma: 

=. ton, y 

25 ’ Ord June 


Pare Henry pt em alten, Lines, Innkeeper Boston 
Pet June 21 Ord June 2 
Foss, —-—— ee, Fruiterer Worcester Pet Jane 


Baston Maudit, Northampton, Farmer's 
orthampton Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
ROsENSTONE, Fm Manchester, — Dealer Man- 
chester Pet June1ll Ord June 2 
Scorrv, er Wigan, Joiner Wigan. Pet June 22 Ord 
une 4 


J 

Sait, Jemma, Seve, ea. Labourer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Vivian, Georce Wituiam, Aberdare, Glam, Boot Dealer 
Aberdare Pet June 14 Ord June 21 

Wa txer, Joun Jorpas, Darlaston, Staffs, Tailor Walsall 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Wanker, Caar.es matey t | ate Doctor Liverpool Pet 
June8 OrdJune 2 

Wies, Jony, ‘Exmouth st, Sane, Butcher High 
Court Pet June 22 Ord June : 

Witiiams, JAMEs, pupeg, Cults, ; Stafford Pet 
June 20 Ord June 


Roserts, von 


ener MEETINGS. 

Basrarp, Joun Prout, Norton, Stokefieming, nr Dart- 
mouth, July 5 at th Off Rec, 6, fr Ras 
ter, Plymou' 

aes, Hrxey, -aoeeys hy Electrical Engineer July 7 

Bankruptcy bl 

een: FsReperick cr donee, Luton, Baker July 7 at 11 
Court house, 

Bom, Sypney, Twickenham Jaly 5 at 1 Bankruptcy 

Carey st 
Bruxpett, Hasry Nixos, Norwich July 9 at 12.30 Off 
, 8, King st, Norwich 

DA Costa, ‘Lours Paruir and Wit ¥ Aveustus Bovu.eer, 

Regent st, Tailors July 8 a: Bankruptcy bidgs, 


DWARD, Rangoon * O Crutched am, Merchant 
July 5 at 12 pom: Aap a igs. Carey 

Epox, Witutam, Lanreath, Corn wall, Burcher July dat 11 
Off Ree, 6, Atheneum ter, Plymou uth 

Epey, Roverr Heynry, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler 
July 6at11 Off Rec, 6, A thenzeum ter, Piymouth 

FaRyFiELD, CHARLES Wittig, Felixstowe, 
ae ee July 5 at 11.30 Off Rec, 36, oy 
pswi 

Fyes, Joux A, Winidlesham, Surrey Jaly 8at11 Bank- 


GriMB_e, AvGUstus, Southsea, ate July lé4 at 10.45 Off 
e Rew, 4, Pavilion July 
WINNETT, GrorcE, wal, —_— 5 at 11.30 

Off Reo, wor 

Harvey, ee rahe Onl Merchant July 4 at 
11.30 ray app, Load Bridge 

Horourssox, — become Dover, Schoolmaster 
J at 9.15 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Insurance hgeat July 5 at 12 


Ki J ‘Clapham pk July 4at 12.30 24, Railway 
SGEVIL, JOSHUA, y 5 ? 


Davis, 


JAMES, a Walsall, 
Off Wolk 
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Ksicut, Srernex Grorce, Gravesend July 4 at 11.30 
115. Rochester 


tT 

Last, ALFRED, Ipswich, Painter July 5at11 Off Rec, 36, 
Princes st, Ipswich 

Manrsmatt, Taomas, Rochdale, Builder July 5 at 11.15 
Town Hall, Rochdale 

MELLOR, SAMUEL Joux, and James Hersent Reysuaw, 

Glass Merchants July 4at230 Off Rec, 

Byrom st, Manchester 

Moetunns. — Stoke by Nayland, Suffolk, Grocer 
July 5 at 12 15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, I 


— ‘RED&RIOK Wir, streatham July 5 at 11.30 
4, Railway app, London Bridge 
Pirea, Hersert, m, Sussex, Fasmer July 6 at 11 


County Court Offices, Lewes 

Price, James, Worcester, Fruiterer 

st, Worcester 

PritcnarD, Samve. Cassin, Woverhampton, Commercial 
Traveller July 5at 12.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

ae Max, Cheetham, Manchester, Smallware 
Desler July 4 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Warp, James, Tooting, Builder July 5 at 1230 24, Rail- 
way app, London ridge 

WHitTInDALzE, Kant, bury, Hereford, Riding Master 
July 4at 10.30 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester. 

—— wom. Exmouth st, Clerkenwell, Butcher July 4 at 

12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wruiams, Davin Sivia, Rhyl, Flint, Theatrical Manager 

July 5at11 Crypt chmbi 


rs, Eastgate row, Chester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apam Grirrson, Nottingham, 

ham Pet June2i Ord June 21 

Aurietp, Wiii14m Leros, Nottingham, Baker Notting- 
ham Pet June2i Ord June 21 

Barres, Grorce Lear ogg ep Nuneaton, Warwick 

Coventry Pet June 20 Ord June20 

Bisuop, Tsomas, Uphampton, Docklow, Hereford, Farm 
Bailiff Leominster Pet June 21 Ord June 2 

Branver, Israri, East Ham, Boot Dealer High Court 
Pet May 12 Ord June 21 

Burper, WILu 4 Cecit, and Witiram Arius WILKINsoN, 
Clement’s ln, Colonial Merchants High Vourt Pet 
Feb17 Ord June 20 

Carei, Heyry, Wantage, Berks, Builder Oxford Pet 
June 2) Ord June 20 

Capuin, Noau, Hockley, Essex, Farmer Chelmsford Pet 


July 4 at 11 45, 


ANDERSON, Bookbinder 


2 Ord June 20 
Crark, Henry, Croydon, Builder Croydon Pet June 16 
Ord June 18 
Corsouty, Patrick, Bolton, Cooper Bolton Pet June 22 
1d June 22 


CraxxsHaw, Ricuarp Louis, and Cartes CrANKsHAW. 
— Merchants Manchester Pet June1 Ord 
une 
Cairsky, Jagmonp, Gt Grimsby, Plumber Gt Grimsby 
et June 20 Ord June 20 
Curtis, ey and Grorcr Henpersoy WEAVER, Becken- 
wilders Croydon Pet May16 Ord June 17 


Seam, Avexanper, Small Heath, Birmingham, Coach- 
builder 


Birmingham Pet June 13 Ord June 17 
Drxos, Susayyau, nd, Bristol Bristol Pet June 21 
Ord June 21 


Grssons, Artaur Hanpet Extiorr, Adelaide st, Strand, 
= — Manager High Court Pet June 21 Ord 
une 


Grace, Gustave Le Canrentier, Wakefield, Picture Dealer 
Wakefield Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Gray, Hector, Southend on Sea High Court Pet May 18 
Ord June 22 

Game.e. Avcustus, Southsea, Hants Brighton 
2 Ord June 20 

Hewrox, Marx, Tamworth, Staffs, Confectioner Birming- 
ham Pet May7 Ord Tune 17 

Heours, Evan JEenkix, Porth, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 


Pet June 


Jonzs, Iskaet, Hayes Cannock, Staffs, Grocer Walsall 
Pet June 2i Ord June 21 
Josgrn, Hays Hentz, Newport, Tooth Manufacturer New- 


port,Mon Pet Junel7 Ord June 21 
Kuicat, Stepney Grorce, Gravesend Rochester Pet 
June 21 Ord June 21 
Last, —,. Ipswich, Painter Ipswich Pet June 18 
Ord June 18 
1, Kensington, Builder 
une 22 
Somerset, Miller 


Rochdale Pet 


Livey, Caarves Cuirrorp, Kelso 
High Court Pet June 22 Ord 

Loaper, Joszru, Creech St Michael, 
Taunton Pet June2i Ord June 21 

MansHart, Taomas, Rochdale, Builder 
June3 Ord June 21 

Moore, Epuunp Cranston, Hosupate st, Financier High 
Court Pet July 24 Ord June 22 


Panxes, Wii1iam, Saltley, er 5 9 Butcher Bir- 
mi Pet June 16 Ord Jane 2 
Pecx, Frepesick Witiam, Btre: ‘aan Wandsworth 
Pet May 31 Ord June 20 
Peeares, James, Chesterfield, Boot Dealer Chesterfield 
Pet May 21 ‘Ord June 2 
ete Alford, Lines, Innkeeper 


Parestoy, i 

Boston Pet June2i Ord June 21 

oe a 5 Worcester, Fruiterer Worcester Pet 
Kr 

Birmingham Pet 


Rosesgrs, Joux, Easton Maudit, Northampton, Farmer’s 
N ton Pet Jane2i Ord June 21 
Wi11u1am, Handsworth, Cycle 
Pet May 5 Ord June 21 
Gover. 24 <a, Wigan, Joiner Wigan Pet June 22 Ord 


suri “9g Troedyrhiw, Glam. Labourer Merthyr 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Joux ee, Darlaston, waits, Tailor Walsall 
une 17 June 17 
war Joun, st, Clerkenwell, Butcher High 
Court 


Russox, Manufacturer 


Wausen, 


Banat 

W. oo ey, Beaten Innk 
ILLIAMS, JAMES A 8 r Stafford 
isa. 





| RanDAtn, 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of June 17: 


Brooks, Jonx Asurox, Broadbottom, Cheshire. Butcher 
Ashton under Lyne’ Pet June 15 Ord June 15 


London Gazette.—Tvrspay, June 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Brcx, Tuomas, Clitheroe, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Black- 
burn Pet June 14 Ord June 24 

Bisxop, Wit.iiam Georce, Barker Gate, Nottingham, 
Builder Nottingham Pet June 22 June 22 

i Jou, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet June 24 Ord 

une a 

Brovcatoy, James, Gt Grimsby, Commission Agent Gt 
Grimsby Pet June 22 Ord June22 

Butieyx, Hewitt Jonny Lysaaut, Lichfield, Staffs, Surgeon 
Walsall Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Catvert, Jonatuay, South Shore, tow. Plumber 
Preston P-t June 23 Ord June 23 

Crarke, Gzorce. Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Horse Dealer 
Barnet Pet Feb18 Ori June 23 


Cormack, THomas. New Cleethorpes, Fish Curer Gt 
Grimsby Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
aes Atvara, Leeds Leeds Pet June 21 Ord 
une 21 


Dumock, Watter, Gt Berkhampstead, Herts, Carriage 
Builder Aylesbury Pet May26 Ord June 24 

Easton, Wittiam Joxux, Halton, Hastings, Grocer 
Hastings Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Frumin, Isrporr, Kidderminster, Tobacconist Kidder- 
minster Pet May 20 Ord June 23 

Givens, Jonn Wiuuiams, Armley, Leeds, Coal Merchant 
Leeds Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Harrisoy, Jous WIttiam, Leeds 
Leeds Pet June 24 Ord June2 

Herrer, 8 H, Colwyn 4 Denvigh, Builder Bangor 
Pet June 10 Ord June 2 

Hitt, Saran Axx, Stock a. Dealer in Rubber Goods 
Stockport Pet June 23 Ora June 23 

Hoxtioway, Ernest Croxe, Plymouth, Baker Plymouth 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Hopper, James Bishopton, Durham, ppreape Stockton 
on Tees Pet June23 Ord Jun une 23 

Joy«s, Euity Mary, Glendower pl, South Kensington High 
Court Pet June9 Ord June 25 

Kenyoy, Evizanetn, Burslem, Staffs, Earthenware Manu- 
facturer Stoke upon Trent Pet June 20 Ord June 23 

Lioyrp, Louis Dantet, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Joiner Car- 
marthen Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

McBean, Rosert, Scarborough, Yorks Scarborough Pet 
June 8 Ord June 23 

——— Joun, Carlisle Carlisle Pet June25 Ord 

une 2 
Miter, Roseet, Lowestoft, General * semeaaad Gt Yar- 


pene, 


mouth Pet June 24 Ord June 2 
Mitts, Cuastes, and ArTuur — a Farnworth, 
Lancs, Grocers Bolton Pet June 24 Ord June 24 


Morris, Joun Vau GHAN, Llandebie, Carmarthen, Labourer 
Carmarthen Pet June21 Ord Jane 21 

Orrz, Eowix_ Redruth, Cornwall, Outfitter Truro Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 


ra, 7 Leigh, Lancs, Grocer Bolton Pet June 25 


une 25 

Peers, Wittiam, Liscard, Cheshire, Coal Merchant 
Birkenhead Pet June9 Ord June 24 

Prattey, Apert, Milton under Wychwood, Oxford, 
Butcher Oxford Pet June24 Ord June 24 

Pues, Jasper Grorce, Wrexham, Draper Wrexham Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Tuomas Jonny, Walsall, General Wood Turner 

Birmingham Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


| Sacmor, Georcer, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Greengrocer Leeds 


Pet June 23 Ord Jun2 23 

Sawyer, Atrrep Wix.1amM, North Shields, Builder New- 
castle on Tyne Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Scorr, Francis Wititam, Forest Gate, Builder High 
Court Pet Janel Ord June 23 

Scott, Witiram, Clapham, Draper Wandsworth Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

Suaw, Jouyx, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet June 23 Ord 
June 23 

Sirs, Watter, Twyford, Grocer Reading Pet June 23 
Ord June 23 

Sov.isy, Gzorce, Keighley, Yorks, Provision Merchant 
Bradford Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Sreap, Sy meng Bishopston, Bristol Bristol Pet Jane 25 

ane 25 

Tors. Ween Vester, Leeds, Game Dealer Leeds Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

TurraL, Josern, Willesden, Builder High Court Pet 

June 23 Ord June 25 

Cardiff, Baker 


Urcu, Witiiam GeorGe, Pasotoun, 
Cardiff Pet June 22 Ord 2 


Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of June 24: 


Avp.esy, Josern# Atraev, Denton, Lancs Ashton under 
Lyne Pet Junel Ord June 20 

Last, Atrrep, Ipswich, Painter Ipswich Pet June 18 
Ord Juae 18 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Anprrson, Apam Grierson, Nottingham, Bookbinder 

—_ 6at11.45 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 
am 

Anperson, WiLL1AM Epwarp, Mablethorpe, Baker July 6 
at1l Off Bee, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Apr.esy, JoserH Atrrep, Dentun, Lancs Jaly 6 at 230 
Off Ree, Byrom st, Mancheste 

ARTHUR, Wituiam ane nen Blackburn, Strapping 
—* July 7 at 11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 


Presto’ 
Bales, Gaenee Mitcursox, Nuneaton, Warwick July 7 
at 1l1_ Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
Bisnor, Henry Brepuen, Bisho on, 
July 6at 11.45 Off “_o 


Bristol, Printer 
win st, Bristol 





Buacxeuen, Ciara Louise, Gunthorpe, Notts July 6 an uly 6 ati 
ff Rec, 4. Nor red Park st, voanaee 

Bonp Joux, ee Grocer July 8 at 3 Off Reo,» 

8 

Brapy, Jaues Brian Joseru. Liscard, Chester, 

July ll at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Cuark, Henry, Croydon, Builder July 6 at 11.30 4 

Railway app, London Bridge 

Cuarke, Freperick, Stainton by Langworth, Lines, 

Farmer Julyid4ati2 Off Rec, %, Silver st, Lincoly 

ConrnoLty, Patrick, ~ ane Cooper July 7 at ll 19, 

Exchange st, 

Cormack, THOMAS, Cleethorpes, Fish Curer July 6 at 11.5 

Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

CRosLAND, ALVARA, Leeds, Tobacconists’ Agent on Commis. 

sion July 6at 11.30 Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Davigs, Rees, Abertilley, Grocer July 7 at 12 185, High 
Merthyr Tydfil 


st, 
D’ AINTREE, hn Joun Catruerock, Chiswick, Milling 
July 7 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
De Gaoor, Fxurx, Sheffield, Commercial Traveller July ¢ 
atl Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
a. Tuomas, ‘Brynmawr, Brecon, Draper July 6aty 
, High st, Merthyr — 
ous, Artuur Hawpex Exuiotrt, Adelaide st, Strand, 
Theatrical Manager and Actor July 6 at 12 Bank. 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
GiLL, ALFrep, Wadworth, nr Doncaster, Butcher July 6at 
12.30 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Gort, Jonn Amprose, and Caartes Apert Hear, How 
forth, nr Leeds, Coal Merchants July 6 at 1 Of 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Grace. Gustave Lr CAarPeNT! ek, Wakefield, Pictur 
Dealer JulyGat11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


Harpine, Joun, Pontypool, Mon, Newsagent July 6a 

11 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Heuer, AcGNEs, "Handsworth, nr Birmingham July ® a 

10.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Jonas, JOSEPH, Regent st, Furrier July 6 at1l1 Bank. 

ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Joszrs, Hans Hentz, Newport, Tooth Manufacturer July 

7atl Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Kersuaw, Jonny, Mytholmroyd, Yorks, Sawmill Enginer 

July 6at2 Railway Hotel, Todmorden 

Livgy, Coarues CLIFFORD, Kelso pl, smeiagiem, Builde 
July 6 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Luoyp, Louis Dawniet, Llaaelly, Genstien, Joiner July 
6 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Mavps.ey, Mizzs, and JonaTHaN Ernest Drew, Brista, 
Coal Merchants July 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin 
st, Bristol 

Minus, Caries, and, Artraun Buieaktey, Farnworth 
Lanes, Grocer July llat3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

MiroseEtt, James Brapyey Srink, Tettenhall, nr Wolver 
hampton, Builder July6at11.30 Off Ree, Wolver 
hampton 

Morris, Joun VauGuHan, Lilandebie, Carmarthen, Labourer 
July 6 at 10.30 Off Ree, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Nock, Wit.iam, and Exocu Susawers, Mosley, Staffs, Iron 
Manufacturers July6at12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Punge, Bavnee, Oxford July 6 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, 
0 


Pirt, Witu1am Tuomas, Birmingham, se mh Founder July 
6at11 174, Corporation st, Birmingh 

Pazston, Hensy WHasr, Alford, Lines Tankeeper July? 
at 12.15 Off Rec, 4and 6, West st, Bosto 

a GEORGE, Birmingha: m, Baker July 3 at 11 1%, 

ration st, Birmingham 
scorn! ie 4 Wituram. Forest — ~ orn Builder July 
ptev bidgs, Care 
Scots, Jans esas Joiner July7 at 3 19, Exchanges, 
to 


ae ELKAN, Bi ham, Cigar Merchant July 6 at 
ened way irmipgham 
samt coe Troedyrhiw, —_ Labourer July 8 at 2 
35, High st, Merthyr ‘Tydfil 

Souter, GEORGE, Keighley, Yorks, Provision Merchant 
July 7 at 3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Sreap, Henry, Bishopston, Bristol July 6at12 Off Re, 
26, saldwin st, Bristol 

Tayior, Henry, Newsham Drive, saoeegeet July 6 at Il 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria at, ext, Builder 

Waicat, Jou, Birkenhead, Builder July 6 at 2.30 Of 
Ree, 35, , Victoria st, Liver rpool 

Youna, ocun Cuartes GusTavu s, Abercarn, Bos 
Repairer July 6 at 11.30 Off Res, Westgate chmbs, 
Newport, Mon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
AppLesToxe, Davin, Leels, Boot Manufacturer Leel 


Pet May 26 Ord June 2 
AppLesy, JOsErH ALFRED, Denton Lancs Ashton under 


Lyne Pet June1 Ord Jun 

Bonv, Jouy, Eetteel, Gaur "Bradford Pet June 
Ord June 24 

Bowser, Jouy, Hunslet, Builder Leeds Pet May10 Or 
June 23 

Broventos, Jawes, Gt Grimsby, 


fe, Connunterten Agent 
Gt Grimsby Pet June 22 Ord e 22 
Buiizey, Hewitr Jouyx teasent, * Lichfield, Staffs, 
Surgeon Wallsall Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
CALVERT, JoNATHAN, South Shore, Blackpool, Plumber and 
Decorator Preston Pet June 23 Ord June % 
Cons, Aseanax, Leeds, Jeweller Leeds Pet Jan? On 
on § 


Cormack, Taomas, New Cleethorpes, Fish Curer 
Grimsby Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
CrostanD, Atvara, Leeds, Tobucconist’s Agent on Com 





Bisaop, Wituram Gzorce, Nottingham, July 6 at 
12’ Off ogi ig py 4 : 


mission Leeds Pet June21 Ord June 21 

—_ Wissen Joun, ous. Pe emt Grocer 

8' ‘et June 24 June 

Sostnan nae Ricwarp Haxcovurt, ca 
Devon Barnstaple Pet May 31 Ord June 

Givess, Joun Wituiam, Armley, Leeds, Coal Merch 
Leeds Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Gairriy, Feascre be Bristol, Insurance Ages! 
Bristol Pet Ma‘ Ord June 23 

Hapgisoy, Joun Waseas Oemenithorpe, Leeds, Build 
Leeds Pet June 24 Ord June 
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way, Exvest CLoxe, Plymouth, Devon, Baker Ply- 

a Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Horres, Janes, Bishopton, Durham, Innkeeper Stockton 
on Tees Pet June 28 Ord'June 23 

Jacques, GFORGE, Birmingham, Refreshment house Keeper 
Birmingham Pet June 20 Ord June 25 

Luoyp, Louis Dantet, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Joiner Car- 
marthen Pet June22 Ord June 22 

MackixTosH, Joun, Carlisle Carlisle Pet June 25 Ord 
June 25 

Marswakina, Harry Hitpitrcon, Manchester, Boot Dealer 
Manchester Pet May 30 Ord June 23 

Muer, Rosert, Lowestoft, Shopkeeper Gt Yarmouth 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Mus, Coartes, and Artaur Bieakey, Farnworth, 
Lanes, Grocezxs Bolton Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Morris, Jous Vaucuay, Liandebie, Carmarthen, Labourer 
Carmarthen Pet June21l Ord June 21 

Nevittx, Lyp1ra Marcanret, Ealing, Picture Frame Maker 
Brentford Pet May 30 Ord June 23 

Opm, Epwis, Redruth, Cornwall, Outfitter Truro Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

Pack, Jouy, Leigh, Lancs, Grocer Bolton Pet June 25 
Ord June 25 


Prrr, Wit114m Taowas, Birmingham, Brassfounder Bir- 
mingham Pet Junel4 Ord June 24 

Paattey, ALBERT, Milton under Wychwood, Oxford, 
Butcher Oxford Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Pucu, JasPeR GrorcGz, Wrexham, Denbigh, Draper Wrex- 
ham Pet June22 Ord June 22 

Roserts, Lavra, Fulham High Court Pet April 8 Ord 
June 25 

Rosenstone, Max, Manchester, Smallware Dealer Man- 
chester Pet Junell Ord June 23 

Satuox, GzorcE, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Greengrocer Leeds 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Savicner, Marcurrirte, Castle st East, Oxford st, Milliner 
High Court Pet May17 Ond June 25 

Scort, Witu1am, Clapham, Draper Wandsworth Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

Suaw, Jonn, Leeds, Grocer and Provision Dealer Leeds 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Swrx, H, Tamworth, Staffs, Hatter 
June7 Ord June 24 

Surrs, Water, Twyford, Grocer Reading Pet June 23 
Ord June 23 

Soutsy, Grorce, Keighley, Yorks, Cheese Factor Bradford 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 


Birmingham -Pet 


Tozs, Witt1Am Vester, Leeds, Game and Poultry Dealer | 


Leeds Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Veco, Witt1am GeroreG Gratigetrwn, Cardiff, Baker 
Cardiff Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Yearstey, Epwix, Devizes, Draper Bath Pet May 16 
Ord June 23 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Sonicirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 26s.; Country or 
Foreign, 288. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 


OLICITOR (Honours), aged 29, seven 

years’ experience with City solicitor, Desires 

Managing Clerkship; interview by appointment.—Address, 
P. A., 17, Pinfold-road, Streatham, 8. W. 


UNIOR CLERK.—Advertiser (aged 19) 
Seeks Situation in London Office; some previous 
experience ; Typewriting.—G. C., 18, Vere-street, W.C. 


ARTNERSHIP in one of the oldest Manu- 

. facturing Firms in England, doing a large business ; 
Capital Required (about £20,000 to pay out old interests), 
abundantly secured.—Address C., 35, Uld Jewry, E.C. 


CCOUNTANCY PARTNERSHIP. — An 
opportunity occurs to Purchase a Share in an old- 
established Accountancy Business, consequent upon the 
retirement of a senior partner ; only suitable to a qualified 
Accountant of good social position with some connection of 
his own.—J. W. & L., Bank-buildings, Ludgate-circus, E.C. 

















K4st SURREY WATER COMPANY. 
SALE OF ORDINARY SHARES BY TENDER. 


Norice 1s Heresy Given that it is the intention of the 
said Company to SELL by TENDER EIGHT HUNDRED 
ORDINARY SHARES of £10 each of and in the Eas‘ 
Surrey Water Company. 

The last day for the reception of Tenders will be Thurs- 
dav, the 28th day of July next, at Twelve o’clock a‘ noon. 

Forms of tender, with particulars of sale and cocditions 
of tender attached, can be had upon application at the 
Company’s Office, Redhill, Surrey. 

y Order, 
J. R. DOWNES, Secretary. 

Redhill, Surrey, 23rd June, 1904. 


EDIGREES Traced and Compiled; 
Searches Made by Experienced Searchers; man 
years’ experience in American and English Cases.—W. 7. 
GavspDEN, 42, Bishopsgate-street Within, London, E.C. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING.— For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— , a 
s. d. 
Abstracts Copied pas +» © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts dai «+ 2 8 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand ‘ «. © 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted “al +. 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies so see +. © 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, gd. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C, 


(james, SHERINGHAM, 
MUNDESLEY. 
FURNISHED HOUSES. 
For the largest selection apply for REGISTER, 
CARTER & CO., CROMER. 











and 





TO GOLFERS AND MOTORISTS. 


| OYSTON, Herts (three minutes from 

Heath; ten mile views).— Unique Building Site 
for Sale, consisting of pleasure grounds, tennis court, 
croquet lawn, kitchen garden, farmery, vinery, and 
orchard house.— Apply to Owner W. B. Kiva, Bvulicitor, 
Royston, Herts. 


IRST FLOOR OFFICES to LET, three 

or five rooms; new building; suitable for professional 

men; excellent situation.—Apply to Water Hit, 69-71, 
Southampton-row, W.C. 





SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES. 


Prices from 6/6 each 
Mustrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
BRAN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 








BRAND & CO, Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 





F IPPODROME. TWICE DAILY. 
; Prices 1s. to 7s. 64. ; private boxes, 1 to 4 guineas. 

SPECIAL NOTICE.—Uhiléren under 12 are admitted at 
half-price to all parts (amphitheatre exc*pted) at MORN- 
ING PERFUBMANCE3 ONLY.—Box-office 10.0 a.m. to 
10.0 p.m. Tel , “ Hippod , London.”’ Telephone 
4015 Gerrard. 








£ 10 () 00 Mortgage Funds Wanted avail- 

4 able; state amounts and particulars to 
GRINDEL, Brown, Norman, Financial Agents, Auc- 
tioneers, &c., Enfield Wash. 





M ORTGAGE SECURITIES Required for 
: various funds of from £400 to £2,000, interest 4 to 
4} per cent. ; flats, weekly, and licensed property not enter- 
tained ; no commission required.— Particulars to Wrirorp, 
Drixoy, & Wiyper, Surveyors, 4, Henrietta-street, Covent 
Garden, W.C. 





OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 

Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except ake, 

from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., Mondays 6d. 

Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be elected 

Fellows of the Society. Entrance fee £5. Annual sub- 

=~ £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars apply 
to the Szcrretary, 3, Hanover-square, W. 





ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
Baker-street Station. 
In connection with Trains and ’Buses from all parts. 
Well Lighted, Well Heated, and Well Ventilated. 
THE RUSSO JAPANESE WAR. 
Life-like Portrait Models of 
H.L.M. THE CZAR OF RUSSIA, 
H.M. THE EMPEROR OF JAPAN, 
ADMIRAL .ALEXEIEFF, ADMIRAL TOGO, 
GENERAL KUROPATKIN, MARQUIS ITO, 


FIELD-MARSHAL YAMAGATA, &ec. | 


Madame Tussaud’s Roumanian Band. 
Delightful Music. Afternoon Teas. 
Special Quartette in 'Tea Room. 
Admission, 1s.; Children under 12, 6d. O 10 till 10. 





[F THOMAS ARCKLUS, formerly of 
Leamington, will Apply by letter to H. Boruamtey, 
~ Marketplace, Boston, incolnshire, he will hear of 
" ing to his advantage; or any person givin f of 
his death will receive £3 Rowand. ik hii, eis 
J ECcTORSHIP. — Gentleman, of good 
Com social position, Required to Join Board of a sound 
aot, in the City.— Please address D.1904, care of 
Ts. n’s, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 





ANTED, by a Firm of English Lawyers 

1 Carrying on business abroad, a Clerk (Shorthand, 

jpewriter), with some experience of a solicitor’s office ; 

—. 20; single; knowledge of French desirable; 

ar ~ = per eee | be . with.—Ap ly, in 
Ck » 4X0. O69, care of * Solicitors’ Jo . 2 

Writing, urnal’’ Office, 27, 


J Ne 








MADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. 





TYPEWRITING, SHORTHAND, AND 
DUPLICATING. 
Legal Documents accurately Typed. Secrecy guaranteed. 


Private Rooms for Dictation. Country Orders promptly 
executed. Contract Work at Reduced Rate. 


OLIVER TYPEWRITER COMPANY, Ltd. 
75, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 





S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 





ACCIDENTS of all kinds. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, ACCIDENT & DISEASE (Small Pox, Scarlet Fever, 
Typhoid, Diphtheria, Appendicitis, &c.), BURGLARY & FIDELITY INSURANCE. 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CoO., 


Established 1849. 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON 


Claims paid £4,600,000. 
A. VIAN, Seoretary. 
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Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper | 


Glasses only. 

TERMS: From Six Gurnzas A WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 22,000 acres, 
Fishing - 24 miles, including trout, servin, and salmon. 
References— 

Dr. Gro. Savacr, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, W. 
Dr. D. Ferrier, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, 
Plias-yn- Dinas, 


J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 





DALRYMPLE HOUSE.) 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Rickmansworth. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

LEGRAPHIC ApprEss: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Licensed under the Inebriates Aets, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriety 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, picturesque, and 
secluded part of the country, 14 hours from Live l-street, 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10$ acres of grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. Electric light throughout. 
Healthy employment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 
Farm, Gaeieate , Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards, Dark Room for Photography, &c. Patients may 
enter under the Acts or privately. Terms: 1}-3 Guineas. 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 

Resiprext Mepicat SupeRInTENDENT or SECRETARY. 











Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FounpDzp 1m THE Reicy or Wittiam & Mary, 1689. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LBVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


= Bs ve seams 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suarez Certiricates, Deprxtures, &c., engrayed and 
printed. Orriciat Srais designed and cmaeutel. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
RICHARD FLINT & CO., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 

49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
jeante’ Inn). 








Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practieal Handbook to the Companies Acts. 
By Francis J. Guzen, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 


CRUISES 
TO NORWAY. 


O.P. L. 


The Orient-Pacific Line will despatch the 88. CUZCO, 3,918 
tons register, for a series of short Cruises to the 
NORWEGIAN FIORDS, 

Leaving Hull 2nd, 16th, and 30th July, 
13th and 27th August, 

3 DAYS for 10 Guineas and upwards. 


8S. OPHIR, Twin Screw, 6,814 tons register, 
Will Leave London 13th July 
For NORWAY and SPITZBERGEN, 
) 7 DAYS for 25 Guineas and upwards. 
- 


Managers: 
F. GREEN & CO.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices: FENCHURCH AVENUE. 
For Passage apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, E.C.; or to West End Branch Office, 28, Cockspur- 
street, 8. W. 


ip & O PLEASURE CRUISES 








The Steam Yacht “‘ VECTIS*’’ (6,000 t-ns; 
6,000 h.p.) will leave Tilbury on a four weeks’ 
craise for NORWAY and the FAR NORTH 
on 6th July. Fares from 35 guineas. 


MIDSUMMER VACATION 
. CRUISE. 

The ‘‘ VECTIS” will leave Tilbury on a three 
weeks’ cruise to the BALTIC and the 
NORTHERN CAPITALS on 10th August. 

Fares from 21 guineas. 
For particulars apply to the Manager of the Company’s 
West End Office, Northumberland-avenue, London, W.C. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EsTaBLisHepd 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personul 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities, 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 

10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 

ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may he Capitalized, 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, ¢ Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, | Secretaries. 


F. 











: : ENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 

No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 58.W. 
(Removep rrom 5 WHITEHALL.) 
Establisked 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 
Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 

Share and Debenture Capital £619,870. 

Reversions Purchased on favoursble terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annua] interest or for deferred 
charges. Policies Purchased. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LOXDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Assets -« # # £158,000. 
CHAIRMAN : 

Sir HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Barr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, ‘Temple, E.C. 


Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 
Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 

Borrowers Interest 4 per cent. Monthly repayments, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100: 10 years, £11s.1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d.; 15 years, 15s. 6d ; 
18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500, 


half-a-guinea. 
FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 





Prospectus free of 


K ARL’S COURT 
EXHIBITION. 
The Art, Industry, and Commerce of Italy on View. 
“VENICE BY NIGHT,” 
Realistically represented in the Empress Hall. 
Forty Gondolas on Three-quarters of a Mile of Canals. 
Venetian Palaces, Churches, Bridges, and Historic 
Buildings, reproduced to scale, 
THE BLUE GROTIO OF CAPRI, 
8T. PETER’S AT ROME 
MAXIM’S CAPTIVE AIRSHIPS, 
THE ROMAN FORUM, 
And a Host of New Attractions. 
Grounds Transformed and Brilliantly Dluminated by 


Night. 
LEADING MILITARY BANDS. 
Apuaission 1s. Opzn 12 noon To 11 p.m, 





ITALIAN 








MESSRS. STIMSON & 80K, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, . 
Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 


AND. 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 
A UCTION SALES are held at the MApr 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, nearly every THURSDay 
and on other days as occasion may require. ’ 

STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETT y 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, Negotiatig: 
of Mortgages, Receiverships in Chancery, References aay 
Arbitrations, the Adjustment of Compensation and ofjy 
Claims, Sales by Auction of Furniture and Stock, Collegij 
of Rents, &c. 

Separate Lists of Property, Ground-rents for Sale, a 
Houses, Premises, &c., to be Let, are issued on the igg 
each month; and can he had gratis on application, » 
free by post for two stamps. No charge for insertiq 
Telegraphic address, “‘ Servabo, London.”’ 


Mf Bases. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Pay 
v street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attentiog 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive Wes} 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on apply 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended. 
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\ ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & Day 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUER 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C,, 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 
(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.— 5364 Bank,”’ “ 130 Streatham 
Telegrams— Oldest, London.” 
LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) a 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEME 
OFFICE.—N». 117, CHANCERY LANE, Fiz] 
STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent 


begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profesig 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwanid 





| fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notiy 


&c., and hereby solicits their continued support.—Nl 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Ds 
solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaratia 
Official stamps for advertisements and file of “ Lonis 
Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


UARDIAN ASSURANCE COMPAMN, 
LIMITED. 
Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, £2,000,000. 
CuatrmMaAN—Hon. Evetyn Husparp. 
Depury-CHarnmMaAN—EpWaArpD Norman, Esq. 
Vice-CHainmaN—REGINALD E. Jounston, Esq. 
Fire Policies which expire at MIDSUMMER shoull ¥ 
renewed at the Offices of the Company, or with the Agen 
on or before the 9th day of JULY. 
Manager of Fire Department—A. J. Revts. 


FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEAR), 


LIMITED. 








PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PARLIAMENTARY Bitis, Minutes or Evipence, Booxs@ 

REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, Answers, &0., &. 

BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINE 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Wott 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORT 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, Et 


\GYPTIAN HALL.—England’s Home 
gu Established 30 years.—Lessee and Manage, 
Mr. J. N. elyne.—DAILY, at Three and Eight, & 
Christmas Programme, brimful of fun, wonder, and novel} 
including the greatest mystery of modern times, entitle! 
“ WELL, ’'M !!?? ‘Invented by Herr Valadon. 1 
mechanism devised by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. d 
THE PHILOSOPHER'S STONE.—In cones 
the great favour with whf®h the Merry Magical Romal® 
has been received it will remain in the programme, 
A new and beautiful series of Animated Photography 
Prices 5s., 3s.,24, and 1s. Children under 12 half-pnte, 


SOMETHING NEW. 
RoexvAbITALIAN CIRCUS (ltt 
Hengler’s), Oxford-circus (Tube) Station. 

TWICE DAILY, at 3 and 8. | its 

Largest Animal Circus extant ; only ent ertainment of 

kind in the world. Over 200 Performing Animals, - 
Bareback Riders, Clown Dogs, Clown Monkeys, rte 
inque, 








Bears and Goats; Grand Monkey Pantomime, a8 

for three consecutive seasons at the Zee 

Vienna. Great Military Review, Court-Mar Soing 
J prices, from One , 


Monkey Judges. a 
children half-price to all parte. 
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